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Wednesday 6th June 2001 
The Mechanics Institute 


103 Princess Street 
Manchester M1 6DD 


A one day seminar providing advice, training and 
information for community based organisations to 
counter racism and far-right terror. 


In 1995 Searchlight Educational Trust launched 
When hate comes to town, a community handbook 
designed to give practical support and guidance to 
community groups that are opposed to racism and 
fascism. The handbook has been well received and it 
is this type of work that SET is building on. 


Communities combating hate is an ongoing project 
that aims to enhance networks of support to 
organisations that seek to develop community based 
responses to racism and far-right terror. 


Workshops include: 
@ Around up on far-right groups and their activities 
Racism in rural areas 
Refugees, the myths and the facts 
Freedom of speech or a platform for fascists? 
Trade Union Friends of Searchlight 
Football — Showing racism the red card 
| Monitoring and combating racism in the community 
Using the media 


To register send £10 before 
Wednesday 16 May to: 
Searchlight Educational Trust 
PO Box 1576, 

Ilford IG5 ONG 

Tel: 020 7681 8660 
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The international anti-fascist monthly 


Editorial 


Searchlight welcomes the hate crime arrests in London 
last month for racism, homophobia and domestic 
violence. We are always pleased when people who 
peddle racist filth and carry out racist attacks are taken 
out of circulation. While some have dismissed these 
actions as simply a "publicity stunt", we hope that it 
will send out a message that hate crimes will not be 
tolerated. 

However, it is also important to remind readers that 
arrests alone will not solve the problem of racism in our 
society. Nor, for that matter, will laws. The Labour 
government has introduced a series of new acts and 
directives covering racial violence, institutionalised 
racism and victim support, but simultaneously 
presided over an increasingly intolerant mood in the 
country over asylum-seekers. Much of it has been 
initiated by an irresponsible press, but some has come 
from politicians themselves. 

It is only through changing the culture of people in 
this country, addressing issues surrounding a perceived 
loss of identity, and removing the justification for 
economic scapegoating, that racism can really be 
challenged. 

As the political parties enter an election, all have 
agreed not to play the race card. These are fine words, 
but unlikely to be seen through. In the same week that 
this agreement was made, Hague invoked Enoch Powell 
over the threat to Britishness by the EU and continued 
immigration. While Labour was quick to seize the moral 
high-ground, several of the party’s politicians have not 
been adverse to using inflammatory language over 
asylum-seekers to please the tabloid headline writers. 
More importantly, there is little positive being said 
about the continued arrival of immigrants, or even 
about our already diverse society. In the absence of this, 
racial stereotypes — including viewing asylum seekers as 
scroungers and criminals — are left unchallenged. Like 
on many other issues, the Labour government seems 
reluctant to translate its own private beliefs into public 
pronouncements, especially if it means confronting the 
right-wing press. 

We can only hope that the next government is keener 
to promote the positives rather than rely on the 
negatives. Laws needs to be enforced, but the 
government cannot count on them to eradicate racism. 


Inside 


4 _ BNP shuns general election 
Nick Lowles on a changing nazi strategy 


6 The Last Chance election 
Steve Silver on Conservative xenophobia 


8 Abad case of foot and mouth 
Nick Lowles reports from inside the BNP 
southern rally 


10 Family campaigns 
Renee Sams interviews the family of 
Roger Sylvester 


15 The Outsiders —- Romani special 


16 The Romanies 
Donald Kenrick charts the history of the 
Romani people 


18 Czech Gypsies, “the inadaptable 
people” 
Angus Bancroft on a hated community 


20 In search of refuge 
Kate Taylor interviews Ladislav Balaz 


22 “Persons unknown” 
Colin Clark on Gypsies, asylum and 
Britain 


24 Ethnic cleansing in Scandinavia 
Sven Johansen records the history of 
anti-Roma racism in Norway 


26 Freedom to roam 
Kate Taylor on the Roma and the EU 


28 Nazism rewarded 
Tammy Wild on a government defectors’ 
programme 


34 Stateside 
Leonard Zeskind on the Holocaust denial 
conference in Beirut 


April 2001 No 310 





Publisher 
Gerry Gable 


Editors 
Nick Lowles 
Steve Silver 


European editor 
Graeme Atkinson 


Sub editor 
Sonia Gable 


Photographer 
Mike Cohen 


Published by 

Searchlight Magazine Ltd 
PO Box 1576, 

Ilford |G5 ONG 

Telephone 020 7681 8660 
Fax 020 7681 8650 


email 
editors@searchlightmagazine.com 


website 
www.searchlightmagazine.com 


ISSN 0262-4591 
© Searchlight 2001 


Front cover picture 
© Melanie Friend 





Searchlight April 2001 





Derek Beackon 
campaigning 
during the 


Millwall council © 


by-election, 
September 
1993 























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The party also knew that its vote was likely to be 
squeezed by the main political parties. 

Nick Griffin, the party leader, is a recent convert to this 
change of direction. Planning the 1999 European 
elections, he clashed furiously with the then leader, John 
Tyndall, who wanted to prioritise a few target areas in 
order to maximise the vote and reduce the cost for the 
party. Griffin argued successfully that every region 
should be contested even if it meant a lower average 
vote and reduced local campaigning. The 100,000 votes 
that the party secured cost it over £120,000 and meant it 
largely ignored the local elections the previous month. 

Butler argues for a greater emphasis on community- 
based politics and involvement in local issues. Local 
elections, he believes, should take priority. 

“By engaging in local community campaigning on the 
doorstep, widespread local support can be built up,” he 
wrote. “We gain a target audience, a sea in which to 
swim. By targeting one little ward, we can dominate it 
politically. We can promote the Party’s message in the 
manner that we want and minimise any distorting 
influences. The most powerful influence on people is 


BNP shuns general election 


Searchlight 


by Nick Lowles 





jhe British National Party will be contesting the 
forthcoming general election on a greatly 
reduced scale compared to previous years. Its 
decision to put up only 12 to 15 candidates 

“represents a change in the strategy that has 
dominated its thinking for many years. 

In 1997 the BNP stood in 55 parliamentary seats. Two 
years later it contested every English and Scottish region 
in the European elections. In May 2000 the BNP put up 
a candidate for the London mayor and a slate for the 
accompanying assembly elections. 

In the process the BNP gained a party political 
broadcast (in 1997 and 1999), a mass mailout to voters in 
every seat and region it contested and a two-page free 
advertisement in the election brochure that was 
distributed to every home in London for the mayoral 
election. In 1997 the party claimed to have attracted over 
3,000 enquiries as a result of its election campaign. In 
1999 it boasted that membership rose by 40%. 

Given the success it has claimed from recent election 
campaigns, this reversal appears strange at first. But 
according to the architects of this change, a return to 
local community politics and an emphasis on local 
elections are a far more productive approach. 

Eddie Butler has been the new policy’s principal 
advocate. He believes that national elections have 
diverted the party from its real priorities. “It is easy to 
become locked into this sort of cycle. You become a cork 
bobbing on the sea, taken whichever way the currents 
take you, not the master of your own destiny.” 

Butler also doubts the “opportunity costs” from 
challenging national elections. “Are there any other, 
more politically profitable, endeavours that these key 
individuals can be engaged in?” he wrote in Patriot . 

The decision to reduce its participation in the general 
election was made easier by the new requirement that 
only parties contesting over 100 seats are given a TV 
broadcast. The deposits would cost the BNP £100,000. 
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not the media, but their own real-life experiences. If we 
have spoken to someone on their doorstep and sold 
them Freedom or given them a local leaflet, then this will 
have a much more powerful effect than any number of 
World In Action investigations or front page tabloid 
stories. Furthermore the mainstream have almost 
universally abandoned doorstep politics and rely on the 
media. This has created a democratic deficit where the 
people are increasingly alienated from their distant 
rulers. Moreover, there is an increasing overlap what ‘the 
people’ think and what we, and only we, say. Doorstep 
politics is made for us. 

“Once we have established local community support 
we can win elections. That was proved in the Millwall by- 
election in 1993 ... If the Party can get into this position 
in half a dozen areas across the country, then a 
breakthrough in one would quickly lead to victory in the 
others, as the Party’s credibility would rise. Clearly, it 
would take decades to target individually every ward in 
the country. But this would not be necessary as we 
would see a snowball effect. The Party would gain more 
members and activists with each success. Each success 
would be a little easier than the one before. More and 
more wards would then be targeted and secondary 
target wards would become proper target wards. 
Branches would form in each local authority district, 
then in each Parliamentary constituency, and finally in 
each ward. Almost before we knew it, and much sooner 
than anyone might dream, the Party would become a 
mass movement.” 

Tony Lecomber, the party’s group development 
officer, has enthusiastically adopted this strategy. Each 
BNP region has been told to prioritise one council ward 
in which it must concentrate its resources, with a view to 
contesting the 2002 local elections. By then, the theory 
goes, the party would have planted strong enough local 
roots in a few key areas that a council victory would be 
possible. Next year will also see elections in the 


Metropolitan councils and London boroughs, 
coinciding with what the BNP hopes will be an 
economic downturn and_ *resultant increased 


disaffection towards the Labour government. 


The South East region is prioritising North End ward 
in Bexley; the North West, Hollingwood in Oldham; the 
South West, Plymouth; the West Midlands, Tipton Green, 
in Sandwell; East London, Barking & Dagenham; and 
Yorkshire, Dewsbury. It is doubtful whether the other 
regions, with the possible exception of the North East, 
will have the ability to conduct a proper campaign. 

Butler’s strategy has been assisted by the 
simultaneous arrival of several more able members, 
many of whom have considerable political experience. 
Ian Edwards, from northwest London, was previously a 
Labour Party member and has been teaching 
canvassing techniques. Frank Forte, from Walthamstow, 
has been training organisers in public speaking and 
presentation and Stuart Russell has been drawing on his 
period as a Conservative to teach branches to present a 
more moderate image in the press. 

The BNP believes it can achieve some political success 
in the 2002 local elections. For the leadership, the 
forthcoming general election is merely a stepping-stone 
towards this end. It provides regional groups with an 
opportunity to increase local awareness of the party, 
attract a few more local activists and begin the work of 
softening up the electorate for a 12-month campaign. 

The party has already embarked on its local campaign 
in North End, Bexley, the scene of a 27% BNP vote in a 
council by-election last July. In a local bulletin, the BNP 
has attacked the council’s decision to transform a 
former pub into a refugee hostel. 

In reality, the best chance for the BNP will come in a 
council by-election in which other political parties do 
little or no campaigning and the vote is much lower than 
the already derisory turnout for council elections. 

However, the BNP will be hampered by the defection 
of Sharron and Steve Edwards. Four years of local 
campaigning in Tipton Green is unlikely to be 
transferred to another BNP candidate, especially, if as 
widely rumoured, the Edwardses join the recently 
formed Freedom Party. 

The BNP will also be hindered by Griffin himself, a 
political gadfly, whose propensity to jump from issue to 
issue will divert valuable party resources away from 
local campaigning. Despite achieving widespread 
media interest, his countryside campaign has attracted 
few farmers to the BNP cause, let alone have any 
measurable influence on the wider countryside debate. 
His fuel protest campaign achieved absolutely nothing 
for the party and a similar fate looks likely to greet the 
BNP’s latest intervention into the foot and mouth crisis. 

Griffin’s attempts to portray the BNP as just another 
political party, with an opinion on each and every 
national issue, owes more to his illusion of grandeur 
than any real assessment of the forces at his disposal. 
The new “Land and People” campaign to intervene in 
the current farming crisis carries Griffin's home number 
as the public point of contact. Is this really the best use 
of the leader's time? 

Griffin's judgment has proved to be wrong on a 
number of issues. The spoof Metropolitan Police leaflet 
has cost the party £12,000 and the Red, White and Blue 
festival flopped, leaving the party with over £6,000 debts. 

Anti-fascists must learn from the BNP and target the 
same areas. With over 12 months to go until the 2002 
local elections, there is enough time to build anti-nazi 
support in each of these areas. We must also learn the 
lessons from the Millwall campaign in the early 1990s 
and, like the nazis, engage with the local people on local 
issues. With the nazis so publicly advertising their 
strategy, we cannot say that we were not warned 





Tyndall challenges Griffin 
for BNP leadership 


EIGHTEEN MONTHS after becoming leader of the British 
National Party, Nick Griffin faces a challenge from the man he 
replaced. In a widely anticipated move, John Tyndall 
announced his decision to stand in early March, commenting 
that “surgical action” was needed to rectify much of the 
damage Griffin had inflicted on the party in the past nine 
months. 

Tyndall precipitated his move with a forthright attack 
on Griffin’s misuse of party funds. In a three-page letter sent 
to supporters, and widely distributed by Martin Webster, 
the national activities organiser of the 1970s National Front 
and arch critic of Griffin, Tyndall wrote: “It will be seen that 
there has been a management of party resources during the 
year in question that is, at best, grossly irresponsible”. 

Tyndall claims that a succession of ill thought out and 
counter-productive stunts has cost the BNP tens of 
thousands of pounds. He cites last summer’s Red, White 
and Blue festival, hailed as a huge success by the 
leadership, but which in fact made a £6,421 loss. He also 
includes the “ridiculous episode” of the spoof police leaflet, 
which to date has cost the party over £12,000. 

“It is clear from the figures that sums amounting to a total 
of between £35,000 and £40,000 throughout the year 
could have been saved had there been a more prudent 
approach to the various enterprises and activities in which 
the party has been engaged — with a view to the actual and 
real political value of these being balanced against the odds,” 
he concluded. 

The chances of a Tyndall victory are slim. Many new party 
members see him as a has-been, and the exit of several key 
anti-Griffin figures from the party has not helped him. 
The departure of Steve and Sharron Edwards at the end of 
last year heralded an exodus from the West Midlands 
branch, which proved very damaging. The resignation of 
Chris Jackson, the party’s North West organiser, (see last 
month’s Searchlight) has also robbed Tyndall of valuable 
support. 

Griffin, by contrast, has used his time in office to clear out 
the remnants of the old guard, especially in the all-important 
organisers’ posts, filling them with his own lackeys. Griffin’s 
supporters also control .the party publications, while 
simultaneously banning branches from purchasing Tyndall’s 
Spearhead. 

Nominations close in June and the election will be held in 
September. 
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Anti-EU 
demonstrators 
in Trafalgar 
Square last 
year 














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































The last chance election 


by Steve Silver 


nion flags were waved with patriotic 
enthusiasm last month as delegates received 
their reward for sitting through the Tory 
spring conference in the form of a right-wing 
iis populist speech from Conservative Party 
leader William Hague. 

After delegates watched a video of the Prime Minister, 
Tony Blair, accompanied by funereal music, Hague told 
the party faithful, who had gathered in Harrogate, North 
Yorkshire: “Let me take you on a journey to a foreign 
land - to a Britain after a second term of Tony Blair. The 
Royal Mint melting down pound coins as euro notes 
start to circulate. The Chancellor returning from 
Brussels carrying instructions to raise taxes.” 

Trying to strike fear into the minds of the British 
public, Hague portrayed the next election as the “last 
chance” for Britain to retain her independence from the 
European Union. Playing on fears of crime Hague 
argued that another term of Labour would see: “Jail 
doors opening as thousands more serious criminals 
walk out early to offend again ...”. 

Adopting a harsh tone on asylum-seekers, Hague was 
accused of playing the race card when he declared: “The 
next Conservative government will assess the validity of 
asylum claims within weeks, not years. And, where 
applications are unfounded, immediate deportation 
will follow ...”. 





Hague under attack 

Hague’s speech drew widespread condemnation. His 
most vocal opponent inside the Conservative Party was 
former Deputy Prime Minister Michael Heseltine, who 
reportedly had even considered not voting Tory at the 
next general election as a result of the speech. 
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In a surprising move even the most conspicuously 
racist gutter tabloid, The Sun, rounded on Hague. Less 
surprisingly, the Labour Party had a field day, using the 
opportunity to launch ‘a blistering attack on the 
Conservative Party, portraying it as a party in the hands 
of right-wing extremists. 

The most strident attacks, however, came from the 
Liberal Democrats. Appearing on the BBC’s Question 
Time former party leader Paddy Ashdown declared that, 
in the light of his speech, Hague was not fit to lead a 
British political party. In more carefully chosen words 
the current Liberal Democrat leader, Charles Kennedy, 
made a speech in which he stated: “I do not believe that 
William Hague is a racist. But by the use of emotive 
language over the issue of asylum and immigration, and 
now by his claim that Britain is becoming a ‘foreign 
land’, William is playing on some people's fears and 
pandering to some people's prejudices.” 


The anti-EU party 
With such widespread condemnation of the current 
direction of the Conservative Party it seems that Hague 
has badly misjudged the political mood for the 
forthcoming general election. However, he does not 
expect to reverse Labour’s 1997 landslide this time 
round. A poll of Conservative activists last month by The 
Observer revealed that 86% expect the party to lose the 
election. Conservative Central Office strategists calculate 
that if enough of the two million lifelong Tories who did 
not vote in 1997 vote this time then Hague would win 
enough seats to give him a good chance of victory at the 
election after next. 

What Hague has been trying to do for some time is to 
mark out a distinctive image for the Conservative Party 


that will set it clearly aside from Labour so that he can 
build a base for the following general election. 

After all, what is there really to distinguish the two 
main parties since “new” Labour abandoned virtually 
every vestige of socialism in recent years? There is 
certainly little difference when it comes to economics. 
Both parties are committed to the privatisation of the 
commanding heights of the economy; Labour has 
continued the privatisation programme begun by 
Margaret Thatcher. Even in the wake of the recent rail 
disasters, which have come alongside a lapse of safety 
standards since privatisation, Labour seems unable to 
entertain renationalisation of the industry. 

The much hoped for and expected restoration of trade 
union rights has also not materialised under an 
ungrateful Labour government whose party’s backbone 
— such as it is —- remains trade unionists. To anti-racists 
though the most disappointing thing about the current 
government must surely be its continued support for 
and implementation of racist immigration laws. 

The cornerstone of the Conservative image makeover, 
aimed at showing the party has fundamentally different 
policies from Labour, is the European Union and the 
single currency. By presenting themselves as the anti- 
EU party the Conservatives hope to capitalise on the fact 
that most British people are opposed to joining the 
single currency. Their intention is to make the 
Conservative Party the Eurosceptics’ natural home. 


Common sense or irrational fears 

The Conservative package is termed the Common Sense 
Revolution, which translates as appealing to irrational 
“instinct”, rather than facts and analysis, on favourite 
Tory themes such as crime and immigration. Like Enoch 
Powell, who would refer to unnamed constituents who 
were the victims of crime, Hague has his lady that he 
met, “a few weeks ago on a housing estate in Newark 
who said to me: ‘I can’t remember when I last saw a 
policeman on my street. And I’m frightened to go out 
after 5 o'clock,” as if this were anew phenomenon or the 
fault of the Labour government. 

Whatever the issue, the Conservatives are rounding 
on professional opinion — whether it is in the field of 
education, crime or anything else — and dismissing 
expert knowledge as “political correctness”. Instead, the 
Conservatives intend to articulate the grievances of 
what they see as a “silent majority” who are fed up with 
being run by a “political class” emanating from “trendy” 
Islington. It is not difficult to imagine the warm glow felt 
by hard-right Tory delegates when Hague told them: 

“\.. We are the only party that believes in an 
independent Britain. We are the only party that has 
confidence in the character of our people. We are the only 
party that will articulate their commonsense instincts. 

“The commonsense instinct that Britain should be a 
safe haven, not a soft touch. 

“The commonsense instinct that we should not spend 
more than we can afford, nor tax more than we need. 

“And the commonsense instinct that we should be in 
Europe, not run by Europe. 

“We are taking the fight to other parties that scorn and 
despise the instincts of the people they purport to 
represent. Other parties that dislike and mistrust all the 
things that make our country what it is ...” 


Man of controversy 

The author of Hague’s controversial speech is Daniel 
Hannan MEP a bright young right-wing Tory ideologue. 
With a first class degree in modern history from Oxford 


University, he is an associate editor and leader writer for 
the Daily Telegraph. Hannan, 29, is no stranger to 
controversy. Last year the MEP for South East England 
addressed the annual congress of the Danish People’s 
Party (DPP), an organisation that supports the 
repatriation of refugees. He did so after raising up to 
£100,000 in support of the successful Danish “Keep the 
Krone” campaign. 

At the time, the pro-European Union former Tory 
minister Ian Taylor was reported in The Guardian as 
saying: “I hope that the Conservative Party regards the 
activities of Daniel Hannan as entirely unofficial and 
disassociates itself from him. Mr Hannan should keep 
his nose out of Danish politics.” Hannan also shared a 
platform with a DPP MP at a fringe meeting at last year’s 
Conservative Party conference. 

Last month Hannan faced calls for his dismissal after 
it emerged that he had voiced strong support for Turkish 
North Cyprus — a “state” that Britain does not recognise 
— while he was chairman of the Conservative Graduates’ 
Association in 1995. 

Hannan is a prominent anti-EU campaigner and his 
appointment by Hague confirms the fact that Europe 
and the single currency will be a crucial issue for the 
Conservatives. He is a vice-president of Conservatives 
against Federal Europe (CAFE) and secretary of SOS 
Democracy, an organisation comprising Conservatives 
and members of the United Kingdom Independence 
Party. Hannan has claimed that SOS Democracy was 
formed “with the consent and backing of the 
Conservative front bench’. His researcher is Dr Lee 
Rotherham, the secretary of CAFE. 


The patriot game 

Under Hague the Conservative Party is lurching to the 
right as it presents itself as the only party that 
“unashamedly” stands for Britishness. The Tories find it 
much easier to explain themselves in terms of what they 
oppose — the EU, “bogus” asylum-seekers, “political 
correctness”, etc — to the extent that it is difficult to 
establish what they now stand for, except that they are 
heading down a deeply reactionary path. 

Last month a leading member of the youth wing of the 
Italian fascist Alleanza Nazionale took part in a seminar at 
the House of Commons hosted by the Conservatives. 
Steffano Massari was one of a group addressed by Iain 
Duncan-Smith, the shadow Defence Secretary, and Cheryl 
Gillan, also a shadow front-bencher, in a room booked by 
another Tory MP Sir Teddy Taylor. However, there is still 
some discomfort for Hague over being publicly associated 
with fascists. After inquiries from The Independent, Hague 
pulled out of attending a reception with Baroness 
Thatcher to which Massari was also invited. 

“One Nation” Tories in the style of Edward Heath are 
despondent at the xenophobic image that the 
Conservative Party is projecting and are still a force to be 
reckoned with. The battle inside the Conservative Party 
over political direction is far from reaching its 
conclusion. Last month’s poll for The Observer 
concluded that one third of Tory activists believe Hague 
should resign early in the next parliament. 

Hague has nailed the Tory flag firmly to the anti-EU 
mast, attempting to portray the Conservatives under his 
leadership as super-patriots. Patriotism is hardly the 
preserve of the Conservatives though; witness the “Cool 
Britannia’ campaign that Labour supported in recent 
years. Hague may well find that when it comes to the 
patriot game, as with everything else, the Tories are 
simply the opposition. 
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A bad case of ..,. 





lick Lowles 


foot and mouth 


© t's party time again. Two years since my last British 
_ National Party rally, I was once again entering the 
_ deepest bowels of British nazism. The event was 
| the Prince Regent Hotel, Woodford Green, an 
upmarket establishment, but at £3.20 a pint, one 
that many members hoped would not be used again. 

With an impressive banner depicting Alfred the Great, 
the recently adopted BNP mascot, and suits all round, it 
was certainly a different atmosphere to the rallies of the 
early nineties. Then, Combat 18 goons guarded the 
doors and skinheads picked their noses and gave nazi 
salutes. The BNP is certainly trying to professionalise its 
operation and, in doing so, hoping to attract a more 
respectable clientéle. However, as the “usual suspects” 
mounted the stage, it was clear that it was just the same 
old ragbag gang of criminals and nazis. 

I’m sorry, maybe it’s just me, but I can't take Tony 
Lecomber seriously as a political leader. He may now 
wear glasses and Mr Byrite suits, but I can't look at him 
without conjuring up the image of him sitting in a 
parked car outside the offices of the Workers’ 
Revolutionary Party, stuffing his face with KFC, when his 
homemade bomb explodes. 

Nor can I look at party leader Nick Griffin without 
thinking of him in his green wellies, feeding his pigs, 
Anne and Frank, [very original, Nick]. I sat there 
listening through his speech, wondering whether he had 
disinfected his shoes before embarking on today’s 
journey. By the way others were looking down at his feet, 
I was not the only one. Either that, or he had just met 
one of Frank Forte’s German shepherds. 

Dr Stuart Russell was the first speaker to tear me away 
from wildlife issues. For a man whose job it is, as BNP 
press officer, to hoodwink the public, it still surprises me 
how the erstwhile “Doc” (in science, he is keen to tell 
you), always comes out with the most hardline 
speeches. Once again, Doc did not disappoint. 

He attacked the number of commercials containing 
black people, citing OXO — which he described as the 
embodiment of Britishness — as a case in point. “There is 
a nigger with a white girlfriend in every advert,” he 





» sneered, to the applause of the audience. 


The failed Tory council candidate, Chris Green, 
was next up, introduced as a “traitor to the 
establishment”. He claimed that any rumours 
_ that the leadership were milking the funds 
were “rubbish”. Griffin and Lecomber both 
smiled, nervously. 
























































Green behind the ears, the failed Tory 


















































































































































































































































then made an even stranger comment. In what was 
supposed to be an attack on the leaders of the main 
political parties, “Ever-Green” inadvertently criticised 
Griffin. “A true leader is someone who knows how 
normal people live, not some public schoolboy born 
with a silver spoon in his mouth,” he told the crowd. 

Obviously no one had informed him of the none-too- 
deprived upbringing of his own Fiihrer, who, it is 
alleged, inherited £300,000 after the death of his 
grandfather. In clear contradiction to what he is telling 
others, Griffin not only failed to hand over any of the 
money to his political group at the time, but continued 
to beg and scrounge off others. The loss of an £8,000 
investment in one of Griffin’s failed business ventures 
means that Tony Williams will never have a nice word to 
say about one-eyed Nick again. 

Ever-Green and Doc, like several other speakers, dwelt 
upon the opportunities the Internet provided the party. 
As did Simon Darby. He claimed between 1,000 and 
1,400 hits a day on the new party website and an average 
of 20 pages accessed during each hit. He also 
announced that the forthcoming BNP radio station 
would be operational within a few months. 

A hand count revealed that a quarter of the audience 
were on the Internet. 

Paul Golding announced the formation of the White 
Victims Support Group, launched to highlight alleged 
racist attacks on whites. With the formation of regional 
“Instant Response Groups’, and the purchase of digital 
printing machines, the BNP would be able to respond to 
incidents within “five or six hours,” he maintained. 

As the meeting ground on — for over four hours in total 
—I took the opportunity to cast an eye round the room. 
A rough count suggested about 200 present, drawn 
mainly from London and the Southeast, but with a 
splattering from the Midlands and West Country. 

Two new faces in the BNP arena were Wendy and John 
Salvage, the party's dynamic replacement for the 
Edwards's. A couple they may be, but there the 
comparisons with Steve and Sharron stop. With Sharron 
Edwards rumoured to be standing as an “independent 
nationalist” in West Bromwich West at the next election, as 
a prelude to the public launch of the Freedom Party [read 
Bloomsbury Forum], the chances that the BNP will re- 
establish its support in the Black Country seem remote. 

If John Salvage has any aspirations towards becoming 
a party candidate, someone might want to tell him to 
change his appearance. He might have been wearing a 
suit, but most of us in the crowd mistook him for an 

























































































































































































Elvis impersonator. The voters of the West Midlands 
might be less acute and think he is the Monster Raving 
Loony Party candidate. 

Considering the BNP has claimed a rise in 
membership of as much as 91% in the past 18 months, 
the turnout was unspectacular. Only 150 turned up for 
the northern rally a week later, meaning the combined 
total of 350 is not much of an improvement on last year’s 
national rally in Milton Keynes, which attracted 300 at 
most. Either new members are inactive or the leadership 
is lying over the recruitment figures. My guess is that it is 
a combination of the two. 

Membership was at the forefront of Griffin’s mind 
as he took to the microphone. He told the gathered 
faithful that the party was getting four new enquiries a 
day, just through its central phone line. Adopting a 
Christian preacher tone, he described how pensioners 
are phoning the party in despair, sobbing down the 
phone at their lot in life. The BNP was their last hope, 
yet strangely, said Griffin, the callers were unwilling 
to share their misery with him completely. This led 
some uncharitable member of the audience near me 
to say, “They’ve probably lent Griffin their life 
savings so he could buy some used cars, and have just 
been told it’s bread and water for the rest of their lives.” 

One of the few interesting parts of the leader’s 
speech was about the formation of “Families Against 
Immigrant Racism” — FAIR. Griffin said that the families 
of victims of “racist” attacks would be encouraged to 
speak out publicly against black violence through FAIR, 
adding that the role of the BNP in the new organisation 
would be hidden. 

Bomber-Lecomber was the only other key speaker. He 
certainly tries. Or should that be trying. What is it about 
people trying to cover up their “youthful indiscretions”? 
Why do they think that if they are boring, people will 
forget what they've done before? For the mad bomber, 
this meant giving the crowd a lecture about the 
“principles of management”. With a groan of 
resignation, the man next to me slumped another 
couple of inches down his chair. 

At well after six the meeting finally broke up, but 
not before the audience’s pockets were emptied. 
The party claimed a collection of over £4,000. Not bad 
for 200 people. However, half of that came from the 
multiple convict, Colin Smith, who, it was claimed, 
had saved up his overtime. With Griffin later 
complaining that “not enough was raised”, I couldn't 
help wonder whether Smith’s donation was all it 
appeared. Could it be that it was a ploy organised by the 
party leadership to encourage others in the audience to 
match or better it? 

Call me uncharitable, but I can’t help thinking that a 
man with 17 convictions and a participant in past 
fraudis hoodwinking the party. 

Well, under the new legislation, we will know 
everything when the party submits its accounts and 
reveals its donors next year. In the meantime, I left the 
meeting, not forgetting to disinfect myself before I had 
contact with the world outside. 












































































































































































































































Writing it like itis 
EXPOSED: RACE HATE 
NAZIS AT A TORY 





BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY supporters read The Mirror in 
a mood of indignant rage last month. “Exposed: Race 
Hate Nazis At A Tory HQ — BNP thugs meet at party club”, 
ran the headline. The article revealed that the BNP’s 
northern rally was held in the Hollinwood and South 
Chadderton Conservative Club in Oldham. 

“Tory chiefs let hundreds of neo-Nazis, including 
criminals, stage a sinister fundraising rally inside a 
Conservative HQ,” opened the text. “A thug jailed for 
nail-bombing and a notorious football hooligan were 
among race-hate extremists at the British National Party 
gathering.” 

The article, based on information supplied by 
Searchlight, continued in a similar vein throughout. 

Nazi complaints started the moment the paper hit the 
streets. In the 36 hours following publication The 
Mirror's newsdesk received dozens of calls and emails 
from disgruntled BNP members. Most claimed to be 
ordinary members of the public who attended the 
meeting and were subsequently horrified to be called 
“nazis”. In an obvious attempt to intimidate and bully the 
journalist, they sought to extract an apology and 
retraction from the paper. These tactics have become a 
standard ploy in the party’s attempts to be portrayed in 
a more respectable light. 

One caller was the BNP Media Monitoring Unit guru, Dr 
Stuart Russell, better known to journalists as Phil 
Edwards. Claiming the BNP was not racist, the smooth- 
talking East Midlander was left floundering for words 
when asked about his use of the word “nigger” at the 
party’s southern rally. 

The Mirror's persistence at exposing the nazis for what 
they are, coupled with its determination not to be 
intimidated, contrasts sharply with some other media 
outlets, particularly local papers and radio stations, 
which have been bullied into retractions and apologies. 

The BNP leadership is fully aware that that its media 
image needs to be controlled if the party is going to shed 
its nazi tag. 

Over the past three years, the BNP has succeeded in 
bullying several local papers and radio stations into 
portraying the BNP in a more positive light. Increasingly, 
the BNP is now referred to as “nationalists” and “right 
wing” rather than nazi, racist and antisemitic. 

The Mirror must be congratulated on its strident 
reporting of the BNP rally and then, in the face of a 
concerted campaign of intimidation and harassment, for 
standing firm and refusing to back down. 


- 


The Mirror 
reports the 
BNP meeting 
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When old 





friends fall out 





THE LEADERS of the nazi terror group Combat 18 
were spitting blood when they heard that former 
activist Del O’Connor was planning to go to 
Sweden to attend the funeral of Marcel Schilf, 
who died in late January. Schilf, who ran NS88, a 
video and CD operation, was a big supporter of 
C18 and had run its Scandinavian network in 
collaboration with Erik Blicher. 
O’Connor developed a close 
friendship with Schilf during 
the months he spent in 
Sweden in 1997. 
Although O’Connor broke 
his links with C18 in 
January 1999, when he 
fled Britain for a new 
') life in the United States, 
he remained in contact 
with Schilf and, since he 
was deported back to 
Britain six months later, has 
‘ visited Scandinavia on 
% Ys several occasions. Schilf, 
‘ F worried about C18’s 
reaction, often 
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kept this contact secret. 

Days before the funeral, a furious C18 leader 
heard about O’Connor’s plans to attend. Believing 
that O’Connor was a police informer, he instructed 
Blucher to tell him he was not welcome. In the 
event of this order being ignored, Bliicher was to 
organise a “welcoming committee” for O’Connor. 

It seems that O’Connor got the message and 
was not among the 60 people present at the 
church ceremony. Representing C18 were Graham 
King, from the band Blackshirts, and Nick Field. 
However, O’Connor’s presence was felt in the form 
of a wreath laid on his behalf by Danish Blood and 
Honour leaders, with whom he is also on good 
terms. It read: “To the little one. From the real 
C18 White Wolves”. 

This apparently has not gone down well with 
some of O’Connor’s former friends in the north of 
England, many of whom accuse him of giving the 
police the information that led to police raids in 
March 1999. Among those arrested were David 
Tickle and Karl Wilson, a soldier with the King’s 
Regiment, based in Preston. Although he was 
never prosecuted for the 4,000 CDs and 
ammunition found in his possession, he was 
thrown out of the Army. 

The death of Schilf leaves a big vacuum in the 
Scandinavian Blood and Honour network. While 
Bliicher has extensive international links, 
particularly in eastern Europe, he does not have 
the same relationship with the thugs on the 
ground that Schilf did. Having been personally 
involved in several bombing campaigns, Schilf was 
widely respected across Scandinavia and in 
Germany, where he spent much of his youth. 

NS88 is now being run by Ronald Schroder, a 
German from Berlin, who has been linked to the 
business since 1996. 

C18 supporters, including Mark Atkinson, later 
joined Danish nazis in a memorial gig to 
commemorate Schilf, in the town of Fruering, 
in Denmark. 

When the owner of the premises returned early 
the next morning, after what he had been told was 
a birthday celebration, he found a scene of 
devastation. His property had been wrecked and 
daubed with swastikas, causing £20,000 of 
damage. It seems that the trouble started when 
the beer ran out. Five nazis were arrested. 


@ One hundred and seventy people attended a 
Combat 18 gig in Coventry last month. The largest 
C18 event for several years, it brought together 
nazis from C18 itself, the National Front and the 
International Third Position. There were also nazis” 
from Scandinavia and Germany. 


NEWS in brief 


Racists raided in London 

OVER 100 PEOPLE were arrested in dawn raids across the 
capital last month. Billed as the “March Against Hate”, the 
operation targeted racist, homophobic and domestic crimes, 
and were part of a wider police initiative to stamp out hate 
crimes. It is believed that among those arrested were two 
people thought to be responsible for a National Front 
website that carried photographs of its political opponents. 

Detective Chief Superintendent John Godsave said the 
arrests were, “another example of the Met’s commitment to 
show that hate crime will be robustly dealt with. Put simply, 
hate crime will not be tolerated in London.” 

Police have backed up the initiative with educational work 
in London schools and a cinema campaign. 

Unsurprisingly, the nazis have reacted with fury to the 
raids. In a statement issued through the International Third 
Position, Michael Walsh, a pseudonym previously used by 
the former British Movement leader Michael McLaughlin, 
likened the police to the former communist regimes in 
Eastern Europe. “The massive police raids on the homes of 
over one hundred of London’s political activists who are 
opposed to the Blair regime’s immigration and race-mixing 
policies signals the launch of the general election.” 

These raids came a few days after three people were 
arrested for possession of race hate material with a view to 
distribution. The three, all from Milton Keynes, were 
believed to have been picked up on the way to a Blood and 
Honour gig in Coventry. Four hundred CDs, 200 T-shirts and 
100 videos were seized. 

In a less positive move, an officer attached to the Racial 
Incident Unit in Oldham praised the British National Party 
after 150 nazis held an impromptu demonstration outside 
the local police station, following their annual rally in the 
town. Sergeant David Cooper told the Oldham Evening 
Chronicle, “The group appeared to be well organised, well 
disciplined and co-ordinated. There was nothing particularly 
racially inflammatory about what they said. They demanded 
positive action and asked the Asian community to extract 
the small number of hooligans from their community.” 

These “well organised” and “well disciplined” group 
included many violent nazis and criminals, whose sole 
political purpose is to stoke up racial hatred. The 
demonstration was headed by Tony Lecomber (convicted 
bomber) and Warren Bennett (convicted football hooligan). 
It is unfortunate that Sgt Cooper does not seem to 
understand that the BNP’s presence in Oldham was 
. specifically to exploit racial tensions. Recent history has 
proved time and again that racial violence rises in the wake 
of nazi activity. BNP members might not go out and attack 
Asian people themselves, but their presence is an 
encouragement to others. 

The Oldham police might bear this in mind as they 
consider a future request by the National Front for a 
demonstration in the town. 


NOTICE 
WHITEMAN please get in touch. 
Long time no here. What mouth should 


we be looking at? 
Usual rates apply. 
Confidentially guaranteed. 
There are apples in the yard. 





NF trounced in 
Nottingham 


National Front demonstration in Nottingham on 3 
Aes: resulted in the biggest anti-fascist counter 
emonstration for several years and a 
confrontation between police and anti-fascists. 

The NF was protesting against paedophiles being kept 
in Nottingham Prison one year after local community 
protests on the same issue came to an end. Five hundred 
anti-fascists turned up to oppose 25 NF members. 
Nottingham police used extraordinary tactics to protect 
the NE including openly videoing anti-fascists, drawn 
batons, horses, and a police helicopter surveying the 
scene. The local police station had been cleared for 
action and arrests were clearly expected. 

The police reaction caused Councillor John Clarke, 
chair of Nottingham Police Authority, to say: “I went up 
there as a bystander and I did not like what I saw ... 
there was some pushing and shoving but there was no 
need for officers to draw their batons.” He described 
speeding police cars as “unnecessary and unsafe’. 

Within 24 hours the police had investigated 
themselves and found, according to Assistant Chief 
Constable Robin Searle, that their response was 
“reasonable, appropriate and proportionate with the 
behaviour and conduct of demonstrators”. Searle said 
that no police or demonstrators were injured. In fact 
three demonstrators needed hospital treatment from 
baton injuries and many more had lesser cuts and 
bruises. 

Of the 15 arrested, two were released without charge. 
Others have been charged with minor offences such as 
disorderly conduct and one man has been charged with 
police assault. 

The demonstrators had been mobilised by the Anti 
Nazi League, the revived Notts Anti-Fascist Alliance and 
independents, who bore the brunt of the arrests. Many 
of the anti-fascists had learned their tactics from 
Reclaim the Streets and ended the day with a street 
blockade. The police, however, were able to move the 
fascists out through the prison back entrance. 

This was the third time the NF has tried to take to the 
streets in Nottingham in the past two years. Each time 
more people have opposed them. Nottingham City 
Council and community campaigners had persuaded the 
police to refuse permission for the NF to march but even 
their static presence was unwelcome in the Sherwood 
area of Nottingham, where the prison is based. 

A low key defence campaign has been set up to 
support those arrested, but the real political fallout will 
come if the NF tries to set foot in Nottingham again. 
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The i aslitns | action on deaths in custody, which include a 


disproportionate number of black people. 
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A spokesman for the Metropolitan Police Black One tragic and inexplicable case is that of Roger 
Police Association has called for a “root and Sylvester, a 30-year-old black man who died two years 
branch cultural shift in the police service to force ago. His mother is still asking how he could have died. 
the process of change to a higher level”. She told Searchlight, sadly: “We just want to know how 


Leroy Logan was speaking at a conference and why Roger died. At this time we are still waiting for 
organised by the National Assembly Against a judicial review.” 
Racism last month, attended by 500 people, to There is no doubt that the family’s suffering over the 
mark the second anniversary of the publication of loss of Roger has been increased by the appalling 
the Macpherson Report into the death of the black treatment they have suffered at the hands of the police, 
teenager Stephen Lawrence. Although the including allegations that Roger was misusing drugs and 
conference agreed that the report had made some even caused his own injuries. 
changes in tackling institutional racism, there was On 11 January 1999 Roger was restrained outside his 
still plenty more to be done. home by no fewer than eight Tactical Support Group 

Logan told the audience that he had suffered a officers from Tottenham police station in north London. 
lot of abuse and harassment from his white He sustained numerous injuries and later fell into a 
colleagues. “Despite the significant number of coma in hospital and was put on a life-support machine. 
advances made since the Lawrence Inquiry Report Seven days later he was dead. 


by my police colleagues managing tasks and The facts about Roger’s death have emerged only 
controlling staff behaviour, why do we still find slowly. It is now known that on that night he telephoned 
ourselves questioning the equity of service given a friend to say he was being followed by the police. 

to minority communities by police services across Police have confirmed that he was not under arrest, 
the country and the disproportionate number of nor had he been violent. It remains a mystery why Roger, 
black staff leaving the organisation?” who the police admit was no threat to them or anyone 


He demanded change “to consistently affect the else, had to be so severely restrained. At 9pm he was 
attitude of police staff in their role of protecting almost at his home and spoke cheerfully to a neighbour 
and respecting us all. Three years ago,” he outside. Shortly afterwards the police officers arrived 
continued, “John Grieve was developing ideas and 
was seen to be radical. We need more like him to 
challenge the management board” because “either 
“you collude or you challenge”. 

Dr Richard Stone, a member of the Lawrence 
Inquiry Team, said he had been afraid that the 
Lawrence Inquiry two years on would just be “a 
damp squib” but he was very happy it was “alive and 
well”. He put the alleged police lack of morale down 
to a lack of professionalism and stated they should 
“stop whinging and whining and get on with it”. 

Gloria Mills of the TUC maintained that “racism 
tis still alive and well and _ polluting our 
environment”, while Bob Purkiss from the 
Commission for Racial Equality declared “no 
civilised society can tolerate this racism”. 

Lee Jasper, secretary of the NAAR, said, “As we 
are marking the second anniversary of the 

_Lawrence Report and approaching the next 

general election, the anti-racist movement is 
mobilising to say it is time to stamp out 
institutional racism. We have been here before 
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and within 45 minutes Roger had sustained numerous 
injuries and was in a coma. 

He had to be carried into the police vehicle and officers 
dealing with the incident callously left him naked on a 
very cold night. Even more horrifying, at the hospital, 
he was placed naked on the cold floor, still handcuffed. 
The police were alone with him when he collapsed. 

Police claimed that Roger was running around naked, 
aggressively banging on doors. It has been established 
that he was banging on his own front door. Then came 
the allegations that Roger was on drugs, with police 
peddling the idea of “a naked uncontrollable black man 
running around the streets”. 

No one has been able to produce any evidence 
whatsoever to back up these allegations. Apparently, a 
young man who was “fit, healthy and cheerful” at 9pm 
was transformed into a “mentally disturbed crack 
addict” within minutes. 

Roger had worked for Islington Council for six years 
and was a member of Unison. He was well known as a 
very gentle man and liked by all who knew him. Over 
1,000 people joined the funeral procession and the 
church service was attended by over 2,000 people. 
Mourners came from as far afield as the Caribbean, the 
USA, Canada and Africa. 

In a tribute to Roger, Louise Raw of Unison wrote, “It 
is still hard to believe that Roger isn’t going to walk into 
the union office or phone us again. He always stood out, 
and was a pleasure to speak with, because he was so 
polite and friendly.” 

One year after Roger’s wrongful detention, Essex 
Police completed their investigation into the Sylvester 
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family’s complaints about the conduct of the officers 
involved. The Police Complaints Authority (PCA) 
certified that the investigation was thorough and papers 
were formally passed to the Crown Prosecution Service. 

On 20 November 2000 the CPS informed the Sylvester 
Campaign solicitors by letter that charges would not be 
brought against any of the officers who restrained Roger 
because there was insufficient evidence. Nevertheless 
the CPS did agree that Roger's detention was unlawful. 

“On the balance of probabilities,” the letter said, 
Roger’s death was due to positional asphyxia, but the 
CPS felt that this could not be “proved beyond 
reasonable doubt”. Positional asphyxia is caused by 
excessive force and prolonged restraint that would 
compromise the victim's breathing. 

The CPS was satisfied with the Essex Police 
investigation but the Sylvester family found the 
outcome rather less than satisfactory and feel that a lot 
more could and should have been done. It has come to 
light that evidence was lost; the plastic bag that 
contained the clothes Roger was wearing went missing 
and has not been found. 

The van Roger in which Roger was transported was 
washed out before the forensic team could examine it. 
They also point out that Roger's wallet was found in the 
van after the forensic team had completed its work. 
The campaign asks how this could happen if a through 
examination had been carried out. 

Another cause for concern is the loss of a page from an 
officer’s notebook after all the notebooks were 
supposedly in a safe place. An investigation into this 
aspect was only started after the PCA had expressed its 
satisfaction with the conduct of the investigation. 

Figures provided by Inquest, which has been monitoring 
deaths in custody since 1980, show that in 1994, five out of 
14 deaths were of black people, while in 1996, seven out of 
20 recorded deaths were of black people. 

In 1993 Joy Gardner died after four days in a coma 
following a struggle with police and immigration officials 
after being gagged and trussed up with 13 feet of adhesive 
tape, bound with a leather body belt and handcuffed. Her 
death caused public outrage and led to a criminal trial but 
the officers involved were acquitted of manslaughter. 

Shiji Lapite, a Nigerian asylum seeker, collapsed and 
died in December 1994 after being arrested by Stoke 
Newington police and placed in a police van. The post 
mortem found that his body was covered by up to 45 
separate injuries, and the inquest found he had been 
unlawfully killed. No police officers were charged 
because the CPS ruled there was insufficient evidence. 

Inquest juries heard how police fell upon Wayne 
Douglas “like hyenas”, how Brian Douglas was hit over 
the head with a long-handled baton, and how Mark 
Harris died by hanging by a belt in a police cell when he 
did not have a belt. It is still a mystery why Ibrahima Sey 
died after being sprayed with CS gas while he was 
handcuffed and on his knees. In none of these cases has 
anyone been held responsible for the deaths. 

The Sylvester family’s lives have been disrupted for 
the past two years. The search for truth and justice, they 
told Searchlight, has become “a full-time job”. Roger’s 
young sister said, “life is unreal’, adding, “black people 
have not seen any changes’, although two years have 
passed since the Macpherson Report. 

Mrs Sylvester expressed her determination to 
“continue to fight until I find out how my son died. All I 
want from the police is accountability. I want to know 
the truth of what happened on that dreadful night my 
son died after being restrained outside his own door.” 
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Top German nazi 
addresses BNP meeting 


The true side of British National Party politics was 
revealed last month when the party’s Croydon and 
Surrey branch entertained Giinter Deckert, a 
prominent German nazi and convicted Holocaust 
denier. Speaking alongside him were John Tyndall, 
the BNP’s former leader, and his erstwhile sidekick, 
Richard Edmonds. 

It was Deckert’s first visit to Britain since his 
release from prison for producing material that 
denied the Holocaust. The former leader of the 
NPD, Germany’s leading nazi group, had been a 
regular speaker at BNP rallies in the early nineties. 

The meeting, which took place at the Swan & 
Sugar Loaves pub in West Croydon, was chaired by 
Mike Barnes, better known to Searchlight as Baz, 
the author of racist and antisemitic cartoons. 

Edmonds, who spoke first, pronounced that the 
twentieth century had been a disaster for the white 
race. He went on to claim that Ernst Ziindel and 
Fred Leuchter had proved that the Holocaust had 
not occurred. However, he has admitted that 
Leuchter has subsequently disappeared. 

Tyndall, currently in contention for the BNP 
leadership, showed that under the skin he was still 
a nazi. Looking at the two Union Jacks behind the 
speakers, he said, “I was thinking that perhaps 
something was missing, and perhaps we should 
have had a German flag.” 

When Deckert piped up, “Which German flag?” 
Tyndall responded, “You pinched my next bit. 
Should we have the flag of the Bundesrepublik or 
the flag that was quite popular in many places in 
Europe in the 1940s?” 

The guest speaker was noticeably subdued. He 
claimed to be afraid to speak about the Holocaust 
in case there were any informers in the room, who 
might report his remarks and have him sent back to 
prison, so he preoccupied himself with race. 
“Britain and Germany face the same problem of 
multiculturalism: Britain from the Caribbean and 
India, and Germany from Turkey and Kazakhstan.” 


He did, however, add that “Jews manipulate 
things, especially in Germany, where multiracialism 
is concerned”. In what some perceived as a touch 
of arrogance, Deckert gave out signed photographs 
of himself to the audience. 

The meeting highlighted the true political beliefs 
of those present. They included Bob Gertner and 
Arthur Flinders, who sat through most of the David 
Irving libel case. At a time when the BNP leadership 
is trying to give the party a softer, more moderate 
appearance, the members are applauding a nazi 
and Holocaust denier. Not that Nick Griffin, the 
party leader, can divorce himself from Deckert. BNP 
literature and the party website have long 
publicised Deckert’s plight in jail and even urged 
members to write to him. Griffin called the French 
Holocaust denier, Robert Faurisson, as an expert 
witness in his trial. Griffin had previously published 
Mindbenders, a list of Jewish people working in the 
media. 


@ In a separate move, the BNP has taken action against 
Martin Webster’s email bulletin, which has been highly 
critical of the Griffin-Lecomber leadership. Loose Cannon 
began as a bid to expose Griffin’s hypocrisy — his public 
homophobia disguising a four-year gay affair with Webster 
in the late-1970s — but now opposes every aspect of 
leadership policy. Webster has been threatened by a 
northern BNP member and his webserver has been 
inundated with complaints from Lecomber’s goons about 
unsolicited mail. The words “running scared” spring to 
mind. 


@ BNP leader Nick Griffin had to run for cover after being 
spotted by anti-fascists at Leeds University last month. In 
town to address a handful of Leeds students, Griffin and his 
nazi chums had to take refuge in a local pub. The meeting 
was initially planned for a lecture theatre, but after intense 
lobbying by the local Anti Nazi League and the Union of 
Jewish Students, the university banned them from using 
college property. The meeting had been organised by BNP 
supporters Mark Collett and Chris Beverley, both students 
at the university. One eyewitness told Searchlight that Griffin 
was visibly shaking as he ran for his life. 

Over 900 Leeds University students voted to keep the 
“No Platform” stand at the union’s recent AGM. 
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The Outsiders: 


the Roma in 


There is no group comparable to the Roma in terms of the persec 


Europe 


ution they have faced 


throughout their long history, in almost every country that they have settled. Yet their 
case has remained perpetually overlooked. A widespread anti-Roma bias is one of 


Europe’s most pressing, yet most neglected, human rights issues. 


This negative imagery manifested itself most clearly in the attempt at complete 
extermination of the Roma during the Nazi period. But the vilification has not gone away. 
In parts of Central and Eastern Europe (CEE), racism against the Roma has been on the 
increase since the collapse of the Eastern bloc, with a shocking catalogue of human 


rights abuses routinely taking place. 


But as the contributors to this edition highlight, this is not a problem confined to 


CEE countries; the problem is Europe-wide, and indeed worldwide 


. In the context of a 


move towards greater European integration, we must also take a look closer to home. 
The ongoing vilification of the Roma at the hands of the British media, which fuels 
discrimination, and the attempts to deny asylum status to the Romani people 

highlight our own refusal to recognise the suffering that Roma face across the globe. 

It is hoped that this feature, by focussing on anti-Romani racism, will educate people 
about a group that is much maligned, yet little understood, and enable them to build on 


this base to form a more positive framework to fight it. 
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escribing the early history of the Romanies is 
\ like putting together a jigsaw puzzle when 
ome of the pieces are missing and parts of 
/ another puzzle have been put into the box. 
They suddenly appear in Europe speaking an 
Indian language, yet there is no trace of their passage 
across the Middle East. But their language is the key to 
the route of their travels, as they adopted words from the 
various peoples they met as they journeyed west. 

The Romanies (commonly called Gypsies) are an ethnic 
group who arrived in Europe around the 14th century. 
Scholars argue about when and how they left India but it 
is generally accepted that they did emigrate from 
Northern India, then crossed the Middle East and came 
into Europe. 

Their name for themselves is “Rom” (with a plural 
“Roma” in most dialects). This is generally considered to 
be cognate with the Indian word dom, the original 
meaning of which was “man”. 

There are over four million Romanies in Europe and 
they form a substantial minority in many countries. The 
vast majority have been settled for generations. Most 
still speak the Romani language. As the Romanies are an 
ethnic group and not a class, there are rich and poor and 
they have a variety of professions. It is only in western 
Europe that Romanies are seen as a nomadic people and 
that the term “Gypsy” is loosely used meaning “nomad”. 

The ancestors of the Romanies of Europe began to 
leave India from the 6th century AD onwards. Some left 
voluntarily in order to serve the rich courts of the 
Persian and later, Arab dynasties in the Middle East. 
Others were brought as forced labourers. 

The Romanies who crossed into Europe during the 
14th and 15th centuries included farm workers, 
blacksmiths and mercenary soldiers, as well as 
musicians, fortune tellers and entertainers. They were 
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generally welcome at first as an interesting diversion in 
the dull everyday life of that period. Soon however they 
attracted the antagonism of the three powers of the 
time: the state, the church and the _ guilds. 
The authorities wanted everyone to settle on feudal 
property, to have a fixed name and to pay taxes. The 
church was worried about the competition of fortune 
tellers, while the guilds did not like to see their prices 
undercut by these newcomers who worked all hours of 
the day and night, with wives and children helping, 
trading from tents or carts. 

There were other factors at play that led to feelings 
of mistrust towards the newcomers. They were dark- 
skinned, itself a negative feature in Europe, and they 
were suspected in some countries of being spies for 
the Turks. 

It was not long before these feelings of antagonism 
and mistrust led to a reaction. As early as 1482 the Holy 
Roman Empire's parliament passed laws to banish the 
Romanies from its territory. Spain introduced similar 
legislation ten years later and other countries soon 
followed. The punishment for remaining was often 
death. This policy failed in most cases, as the countries 
to which they were deported often expelled them in 
their turn. The time then came in most countries to try a 
new policy — enforced integration or assimilation. 

In 1758 in Hungary and Spain new laws said that 
Romanies had to settle down or leave the country. They 
had to settle as landworkers or be apprenticed to a master 
craftsman. But they also had to be assimilated into the 
native population. Everywhere one finds edicts 
forbidding Romanies to wear their distinctive colourful 
clothes, to speak their language, to marry other Romanies 
and to ply their traditional trades. As a result of these 
settlement policies there are today large populations of 
settled Romanies in Spain and Hungary, while in 


Romania Romani landworkers and craftsmen were 
reduced to a status below that of the serfs, to slavery. 

Discriminatory laws (on language and dress) fell 
into abeyance except those against nomadism, which 
remained a threat to those practising traditional 
crafts. The policy of banning nomadism without 
helping the nomads to settle proved a failure 
throughout Europe and nomadism continued 
unchecked until the Second World War. Nomadic 
Romanies have survived as a distinctive group in 
western Europe up to the present day. 


The Holocaust 

When the Nationalist Socialist Party came to power in 
Germany in 1933 the nomadic Romanies were already 
subject to restrictions. However the Nazis regarded 
Romanies as a race and made both nomads and 
sedentaries subject to the Nuremberg Laws of 1935. 
In 1942 Himmler signed the Auschwitz Decree and in 
the following years over 20,000 Romanies were sent to 
the camp. In the occupied countries of eastern Europe 
Task Forces massacred Romanies in the woods outside 
the towns where they lived. Then extermination camps 
were opened and Romanies were brought to them to be 
shot or gassed, alongside Jews. It is estimated that 
between a quarter and half a million Romanies were 
killed during the Nazi period. 


After 1945 


In the first years following the end of the Nazi 
domination of Europe the Romani community was in 
disarray. The small educational and _ cultural 
organisations that had existed before 1939 had been 
destroyed. The family structure was broken with the 
death of the older people — the guardians of the 
traditions. 

It was hard for the Romanies to come to terms with 
their Holocaust for there had never been a persecution 
on this scale before. There had been executions of 
smaller numbers in earlier centuries, in Britain and 
Germany in particular, but nothing like this. There were 
no global reparations and not many individuals received 
restitution. 

In both eastern and western Europe a return to prewar 
nomadism was discouraged, if not banned. In the east 
they were one more minority likely to cause trouble to 
the monocultural states created by communism. Here, 
where some 4 million Romanies lived under totalitarian 
rule, they were not allowed to form organisations and 
the language was again suppressed. In most countries of 
eastern Europe the Romani population was very large 
and policies were evolved to meet the challenge of this 
large unassimilated minority. In the case of the Soviet 
Union, Stalin had decided that the Romanies had no 
land base and therefore could not be a nation and their 
status as a nationality was not recognised. Assimilated 
Romanies were encouraged to change the “nationality” 
in their passports to, for example, Serbian or Russian. 
The few activists were sent into internal exile or 
imprisoned, such as the parliamentarian Chakir Pashov 
in Bulgaria. 

Here and there, however, Romani national sentiment 
remained alive. In Czechoslovakia organisations were 
formed and began to demand their rights, a demand 
temporarily squashed after Soviet troops entered Prague 
in 1968. 

The idea of “Romanestan”, a homeland for the 
Romanies, had emerged in Poland in the 1930s, clearly 
influenced by the Zionist movement. Since 1945 this has 


not been seriously considered, although many 
intellectuals are fostering the link with the “Motherland” 
of India. 

With the fall of the totalitarian regimes in eastern 
Europe came a new freedom to form organisations. The 
language is beginning to be taught in schools and 
intellectuals are refinding their roots and reaffirming 
their identity. The Romanies, who had never completely 
forgotten how to trade on their own account, were the 
first to set up small businesses. Their ability to survive 
the changes better than their compatriots led to jealousy 
and an outbreak of anti-Romani violence. The road to 
capitalism was not as smooth as had been expected and 
with no Jews to act as scapegoats the population turned 
to the Romanies as the reason for their real or imagined 
troubles. 

Freedom has also meant freedom for right-wing 
racists to organise and this was facilitated by a falling 
away of the control exercised by the police. As early as 
January 1990 a crowd of 700 Hungarians and Romanians 
attacked the Romani quarter in Turu Lung in Romania. 
Thirty-six of the 42 houses belonging to Romanies were 
set on fire and destroyed. Two similar incidents took 
place that year in Romania, resulting in the death of four 
Romanies. In September 1990 skinheads attacked 
Romani houses in Eger and Miskolc in Hungary. 
The following year saw pogroms in Mlawa, Poland, 
where nine houses were destroyed, and Bohemia 
(Czechoslovakia), where a Romani was killed during an 
attack by skinheads on a Romani club. Racist attacks 
and murders have continued until today. 

Many Romanies, in particular from Poland and 
Romania, sought asylum in the west but very few have 
been granted refugee status. 

The sedentary Romanies of eastern Europe have quite 
different needs from the nomadic Romanies in the west 
who want secure stopping places. In spite of years of 
compulsory education, the children in the communist 
lands did not manage to acquire many new skills or 
paper qualifications. They were the first to go in the new 
capitalist climate in the east when factories began to 
shed surplus labour. They have found it the hardest to 
obtain new jobs. 









Historians and other writers have been, The map 
pessimistically or optimistically, predicting the shows the 
disappearance of the Romanies each generation since —_main routes 
they came to Europe at the beginning of this ofthe 
millennium, but they have survived as an ethnic group __ Gypsies out 
and are likely to do so into the foreseeable future. of India up 
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1 Czech Gypsies, the 








by Angus Bancroft 


nadaptable people’ 


A computer game called Kill Yourself a Gypsy appeared in early 
2000. It began to circulate not long after a wall was built in 
Maticni Street, in the Czech town of Usti nad Labem. 

The wall was built to separate Roma (Gypiesy) from their “white” 
Czech neighbours. In the game the player has to shoot at 
Gypsies who appear on the screen while adding blocks to the 
wall. The game was of a piece with the casual racism against 
Roma that pervades the post-communist Czech Republic. 


Roma in the Czech Republic 

Roma in 14th century Bohemia carried out many 
functions valuable to the feudal lords of the Czech 
Lands, working as blacksmiths, soldiers and so on. Anti- 
Gypsy legislation was passed in Moravia in 1538. 
Following the Turkish conquest of central Hungary, 
Roma were targeted as Turkish spies and murdered by 
local mobs. The situation calmed down somewhat 
following Maria-Theresa’s accession to the Austro- 
Hungarian throne in the 18th century. The Roma then 
became the objects of a reformatory policy instituted by 
her government, a policy that was designed to end their 
nomadic way of life and assimilate them into the settled 
population, by force if necessary. Many had their 
children removed from them. 

After the establishment of Czechoslovakia in 1918 the 
Roma gained citizenship and recognition as a national 
minority, but theirs was a brief respite. 

Dark clouds began to gather with the revival of anti- 
nomadism ordinances in 1927. An anti-Roma pogrom in 
Pobedim, Slovakia, in 1928 was one instance of the 
worsening of relations between Roma and their 
Czechoslovak neighbours. The newspaper Slovak 
commented that “the Pobedim case can be 
characterised as a citizens’ revolt against Gypsy life. In 
this there are the roots of democracy.” 

With the Nazi annexation of Czechoslovakia in 1939 
the net began to close around the Czech Roma. 
Beginning in 1940, Czech Roma were rounded up and 
forced into “labour” camps along with Jews. Some were 
shipped to concentration camps in other countries, 
such as Auschwitz, others to the Czech concentration 
camps at Lety and Hodonin, where they were 
massacred. Few Czech Roma survived the war. 

Most Slovak Roma escaped extermination, the Nazi 
puppet state subjecting them to harassment and 
discrimination but not, for the most part, actively 
participating in the genocide. 

“Right from the beginning, the Communists shoved us 
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out to the edges of society. And woe to anyone that 

might want to change their label of inadaptable 

person.” 
Anna Polakova, Radio Prague, 1998 

After the Second World War the Communist 
government forced nomadic Slovak Roma to settle in the 
Czech Lands. There, the Roma were put into low wage 
jobs to replace the Sudeten Germans, who had been 
expelled from the country after the war. 

The Communists had a distinct social engineering 
aim in mind. Working as unskilled labour would help 
extract “social and labour conformity from Gypsies”. To 
enforce their participation in the socialist labour 
system, the government passed the 1958 Act on 
Permanent Settlement of Nomadic People. Nomadic 
Roma were. subject to a policy of forced settlement. 
Their horses were killed and their caravans destroyed. 
A campaign of forced sterilisation of Roma women was 
put in place. There was a deliberate attempt to destroy 
them culturally through forced assimilation, much as 
the Nazis had attempted to eliminate them physically 
through extermination. 


Roma since the Velvet Revolution 

It is estimated that there are currently some 275,000 
Roma in the Czech Republic, 2.9% of the population. 
After Communism was overthrown in 1989 there was 
some optimism that the Roma would be able to take an 
accepted place in national life. It was not to be, and the 
Roma have paid a heavy price for democracy, in the 
form of discrimination, racial violence and segregation. 


Discrimination 

The Communist government had represented its 
assimilation of Roma into the labour force as a success. 
To them, the Roma were normalised, newly admitted to 
the ranks of the proletarian masses. What the 
government had failed to do was to tackle the anti-Roma 
prejudice that pervaded Czechoslovak society. Indeed 


its actions had if anything reinforced that prejudice by 
forcing many Roma into low wage and low status 
occupations. When the labour market was freed up after 
the Velvet Revolution, most Roma were thrown out of 
their jobs and became unemployed. Employers 
continue to discriminate against Roma and are not 
punished when they reject Roma who try to get jobs. 
The positions formerly held by the Roma were filled not 
by other Czechs but by unskilled labourers from 
Romania, Hungary and other parts of Eastern Europe 
that have suffered badly in the transition. The result is 
that the unemployment rate among Roma is 80%, 
compared to 4% for the Czech Republic as a whole. 

Discrimination is pervasive in other areas of life. 
Roma are excluded from restaurants, bars and 
nightclubs. The school system is effectively segregated. 
Two thirds of Roma children are sent to special schools 
for children with learning disabilities. Of the children in 
these schools 75% are Roma. They are put in a sub- 
standard educational system and treated as 
intellectually deficient. Their education is severely 
curtailed because of this practice. 

Many Czech Roma were denied citizenship of the 
newly formed Czech Republic under the Citizenship 
Law of 1993. This pushed many further to the margins of 
society. Many Roma living in the Czech Republic were 
technically considered Slovaks, having been moved 
there from Slovakia after the Second World War. They 
were not given automatic citizenship of the new 
Republic. To apply for it they had to leap a series of 
hurdles that were designed to prevent them gaining 
citizenship status. 

Since the law was introduced many courts have 
expelled “Slovak” Roma who had never lived in Slovakia. A 
new law introduced in 1999 has improved things, but 
many Roma still do not have citizenship, and this excludes 
them from many rights that Czechs take as normal. 


Racist violence 

Since 1989 there has been a sharp upsurge in anti-Roma 
violence and racial abuse. There have been many high- 
profile attacks on Roma, and a number of racially 
motivated murders carried out by gangs of skinheads. 
Last year police recorded 364 racially motivated or 
extremist crimes. Many go unrecorded, due to the 
reluctance of police to document them. For instance, in 
August 1999, several Romani homes near the town of 
Jaromerice nad Rokytnou were attacked by 30 
skinheads. For one hour the skinheads attacked the 
Roma while shouting racist abuse. Police charged 12 of 
them with various offences, such as rioting, property 
damage and violence. They were not charged with 
racially motivated crimes. 

When racist crimes have been prosecuted the courts 
have tended to hand down lenient sentences. In 1998 a 
group of skinheads beat a Roma man, Milan Lacko, 
unconscious. They left him in the road and a lorry ran 
him down and killed him. Four men were prosecuted 
for his murder and, although found guilty, they 
received suspended sentences. The government 
has set up a number of initiatives to combat violence, 
but the statutes against racially motivated crime are 
often not enforced. There appears to be a pattern of the 
national government introducing measures to combat 
anti-Roma violence, which then are thwarted on the 
ground by courts and police who are reluctant to carry 
them through. 

Racial politics became a phenomenon during the 
1990s. The Republican Party of Miroslav Sladek made its 














































































































































































































platform opposition to immigration, to Germans and to 
Roma. It enjoyed some poll success during the 1990s but 
lost all its parliamentary seats in the 1998 election and 
has since disintegrated into infighting. The remnants 
have recently attempted to revive their fortunes with the 
formation of the National Social Bloc. Given the 
continued strength of the skinhead movement it still has 
a potentially significant base of support. 


Segregation 

Under Communism the Roma were assigned to old, 
crowded blocks of flats with inadequate services. 
The discrimination in housing continues, both by local 
authorities and private landlords. In 1998 a Czech town, 
Usti nad Labem, was propelled into the national and 
international headlines by its proposal to further extend 
this ghettoisation by building a wall separating one 
apartment block inhabited mainly by Roma from their 
neighbours. 

“We simply want to separate the decent people from 

those who are not.” 

Ladislav Hruska, Mayor of Usti nad Labem, 1998 

Usti is a classically Soviet industrial town. With the 
exception of a recently repainted Baroque church, it 
combines rundown 19th century buildings with Stalinist 
concrete monstrosities. Soviet era apartment blocks are 
stacked up the sides of the gorge. In one of these 
apartment blocks on Maticni Street live 30 or 40 Roma 
families. City officials erected a four-metre high wall 
around the apartment block in October 1999. In addition 
there were to be 24-hour police patrols. The wall 
was pulled down after the local authority finally 
gave way to pressure from the national government. 
Local authorities in several other Czech towns were 
inspired to build their own walls separating Roma from 
non-Roma. 

An opinion poll carried out in 1997 asked Czechs their 
view of Roma. Seven per cent had a sympathetic view 
and 69% could not tolerate them. The Czech Republic 
thinks of itself as the most Westernised of the former 
Communist states. The Roma minority is viewed as 
embarrassing evidence of backwardness and is not seen 
as Czech. 

Some Roma have asserted their right to be part of the 
Czech nation, saying “we are Czechs”. Yet many Roma do 
not support this slogan. They see the Czech nation as 
something from which they are permanently excluded. 


Dr Angus Bancroft is a lecturer in Public Health, 
Sociology and Social Policy at the University of 
Edinburgh. He has worked with Gypsy-Travellers in 
Scotland and Wales, and Roma in the Czech Republic 
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Refuge 


Kate Taylor interviews Ladislav Balaz, a Rom refugee who formed 
‘Europe Roma’ in order to help others who have fled to Britain 
from some of the most appalling prejudice in Eastern Europe 


adislav Balaz sits in his small office in north 

London, speaking Romani with a family who 

seek help from him. He is well placed to 

understand the problems they face in Britain, 

nd he also possesses a unique insight into the 

situation from which they have fled. For Ladislav is 

himself a Rom refugee, forced to leave his home in the 

Czech Republic due to the rising tide of racism being 
perpetrated against the Romani people. 

Unfortunately such prejudice has gained momentum 
in the years following the collapse of the Eastern bloc. 
Arriving in Britain three years ago, Ladislav encountered 
first hand the asylum process that has so far refused to 
grant any Roma asylum status in this country. 

It was against this backdrop that Ladislav formed 
Europe-Roma, an organisation that seeks to give 
Romani asylum-seekers in Britain proper legal 
representation, advice, accommodation and simple 
day-to-day possessions that are so lacking. Ladislav 
works primarily with Roma from Slovakia, Poland, the 
Czech Republic, Hungary, Russia and other eastern 
European countries, “but I help all refugees”, he adds. 
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On arrival in this country, more often than not, Roma 
are faced with desperate poverty and expressions of 
racism. Yet they find themselves vilified by the British 
media and politicians for trying to provide for their 
families. The view perpetrated is that the Roma are 
solely economic migrants who have no right to asylum 
in Britain. 

But the situations from which they are fleeing stand in 
stark contrast to this perception. In the Czech Republic, 
Ladislav encountered on a daily basis the anti-Roma 
bias that has become entrenched in the country: “every 
day they attack Roma ... skinheads and fascists march 
and fight on the street ... | was in the same situation with 
my family — it was horrible. But nobody would help us, 
nobody. And all the people agree with the skinheads, it is 
like many years before, during Hitler.” 

In frank and moving terms, Ladislav relates the 
circumstances surrounding the anti-Roma wall erected 
in Usti nad Labem, and also talks of an attempted 
pogrom on Roma in a restaurant in the town of Ceské 
Budejovice last year. Skinheads entered the building 
shouting “Sieg Heil”, “Gypsies to the gas chambers”, and 


other racist slogans. Armed with stones, bottles and 
even guns, the skinheads relentlessly attacked the 40 
Roma inside the restaurant. These are just two examples 
of the racism that permeates Czech society and is 
directed towards the Roma. In many instances the 
police and courts turn a blind eye and many 
mainstream politicians espouse racist sentiments in 
public, effectively sanctioning the actions that can 
ensue from such attitudes. 

Ladislav believes that the treatment of the Roma is a 
litmus test for any humane society. It is for this reason 
that he believes the Czech Republic should not be 
allowed to join the EU. His quest to alert people to the 
situation of the Roma in eastern Europe has taken him 
down many avenues, even to the House of Commons, 
where last year he addressed Parliament. Ladislav has a 
simple question: “I want to know why this government 
gives support to the racist Czech Republic ... that is why 
the Roma have to come here ... I’ve met Barbara Roche, 
Jack Straw, Jeremy Corbyn, Dianne Abbott ... We are 
talking to everybody about the situation in the Czech 
Republic. There it is a very hard life, you know.” 

For those that do make it here against the odds, the 
ordeal is not over. When they arrive they are accorded 
little in the way of help or dignity as human beings. 
Ladislav estimates that around 6,000 Roma refugees 
from eastern Europe in Britain, out of a world 
population of around 10 million. Often Roma are 
dispersed widely across the country, allowing them to 
have little contact with others in their situation, nor to 
build up any sort of community. “These people are sent 
everywhere, to Coventry, Colchester, Liverpool, Leeds, 
Birmingham, and so on. But I am starting to drive 
everywhere to visit these people, to try and help them.” 

Ladislav also mentions cases where families have 
been deliberately separated from one another. One 
Roma refugee was sent to Manchester and when his wife 
arrived in the country later, she was sent to Colchester. 
“When this action was questioned, they were told, ‘if 
you wont stay there, we will give you your passport back 
and you can leave’.” Ladislav took this case to Refugee 
Action and the family now lives together. But this case is 
just symptomatic of a wider attitude towards refugees 
that is both endemic and unchallenged. 

“Many people just do not understand what a refugee 
is. They just understand what they hear and think these 
people are just after money, that this is merely an 
economic problem, that they steal and so on. But this is 
just not true.” 

Ladislav is a man whose own experiences are 
interwoven into his work and his quest for justice for 
Roma refugees. It is not difficult to see why he speaks so 
passionately about his desire for a better life for the 
Roma. But the problems did not end for Ladislav after 
he arrived in this country: he has struggled to gain 
refugee status, money is vastly lacking, he lives in a five- 
bedroom house with 35 other people and he has been 
attacked four times by racists. Throughout this period, 
life was terrifying for Ladislav and his family and they 
would stay up all night for fear of further assaults. 
He was told he could not be moved to new 
accommodation because he only had temporary 
permission to stay in Britain. But this has given him 
greater insight into the work that needs to be 
undertaken in order to change things, no matter how 
small the steps might have to be. 

Sometimes it is the little things that bring hope to 
those in desperate situations. At Christmas, Ladislav 
cooks for other Roma families and collects clothes and 


toys for the children. But good intentions do not always 
map out when one is faced with the bureaucracy and 
obstacles of the asylum process. When Ladislav tried to 
deliver items to Oakington detention centre on 
Christmas Day, an officer told him that they could not 
take any of the presents. “I said look, this is detention 
not prison, why do you do this? And he replied, this is 
policy.” 

It is stories such as this that have prompted Ladislav to 
change the name of his organisation from Europe-Roma 
to the West European Roma Rights Centre. This, he says, 
is to ensure that civil rights abuses against the Roma in 
this country do not continue unchecked. “I want to 
monitor this government, these police, these court cases 
and how they deal with the Roma. Because many police, 
immigration officers, detention centres and prisons 
break the law. When we find out which people are bad, 
we will write reports about this and get more witnesses 
to speak about the situation in the UK. We will hold 
people accountable. This is my future in the 
organisation.” 

In Ladislav’s opinion the Roma have every right to 
seek refuge in Britain. “We are from a former English 
colony. At the moment, we, the Roma, are not on the 
map. But we came into Europe from north India 1,000 
years before. Now we don't have a country, everybody, 
everywhere is fighting the Roma ... If this government 
accepts people from India, they must accept the Roma. 
I have lots of friends from India and we have the same 
language. 

“Last month I spoke at a Fire Brigades Union 
conference. Many people there asked me, ‘Ladislav, do 
you have a country?’ and I said no. They again asked me, 
‘Ladislav, where are you from?’ and I said the Czech 
Republic. They say, ‘then this is your country’ and I say 
no, I was just born there. But my parents and grandfather 
came into Europe from north India, this is my country. 
And they all agreed and said Ladislav, you must tell this 
situation to this government. They must learn this. I said 
look, this government just likes to talk about money, and 
all they are talking about is petrol and fuel and the 
weather, not about people. This is very bad. It is the same 
in the Czech Republic. This is a bad situation.” 

Despite Ladislav’s dedication to his work, the 
strain on him personally has begun to take its toll. 
The organisation receives no funding and relies on small 
donations and help from individuals. The constant 
travelling and frustration that accompany the job offer 
few rewards. 

“It is no life for me ... | come home and everybody is 
asleep. I don’t see my children. You know, this is very 
hard. I am so tired all the time, it never stops.” But in 
spite of the effect on his personal life, Ladislav remains 
determined to create a more positive environment for 
Roma refugees in Britain. 

“I visited the Refugee Council and I talked to them. 
I asked them what they are doing, how they are dealing 
with the situation and they said to me look, this is our 
job, not yours, go. This is very bad. I think that if all the 
organisations in the UK go in together and fight bad 
policies, it would be much better.” 

This is the vision that Ladislav holds for the future. 
The barbaric racism that he encountered in the Czech 
Republic, alongside the inhumane asylum process that 
he has faced personally in Britain, have led to a desire to 
channel these experiences into something positive for 
others who are overlooked and marginalised by society: 
“I want to be a man who has power over Roma rights, 
this is my future. If we get no help, I will do it myself.” 
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‘Persons unknown’: 


Gypsies, asylum and Britain 


“Let me take you on a journey to a foreign land - to Britain after a 


second term of Tony Blair ... 


“The next Conservative government will assess the validity of asylum 
claims within weeks, not years. And, where applications are 
unfounded, immediate deportation will follow.” William Hague, 2001 


WP) t seems the “race” card has just been pulled out of the 
Conservative pack for the forthcoming general 
election. William Hague’s speech to the Conservative 

Spring Forum in Harrogate in March, carefully 

'— worded and heavily loaded, was designed to raise the 
“spectre” of asylum and immigration as one of the major 
issues for what increasingly looks like a May election. 

Should we, on the left, be that surprised by this kind of 
provocative speech? Not really. In a pre-election warm- 
up, and with a fairly healthy economy to contend with, 
opposition parties need to raise the stakes to try and 
grab some of the headlines. Do you recall the 
Conservative slogan for the Smethwick by-election of 
1964, which asked: “If you want a nigger for a neighbour, 
vote Liberal or Labour’? A large Tory swing was the 
result of this strategy and it came on the back of a 
substantial Labour victory at the general election the 
same year. The point is that asylum and immigration 
issues can make and break elections for parties: if the 
debates continue as they have done in the past few years 
then we could see the return of some very crude racism. 
The slogans and attitudes have not, alas, been 
consigned to the vaults of history; clearly we must keep 
looking and listening. 

The re-emergence of such an opprobrious climate is 
all the more likely when the opposition party has a 
“leader” such as William Hague. It is difficult to 
remember a Conservative leader with a less “high 
profile” media image. He might well be the “card” that 
Tony Blair will play as we approach election day: “Would 
you trust this man to run modern Britain?” Hague is the 
Tory version of what in April 1992 some called the 
“Kinnock factor” (that is, a leader incapable of leading a 
party to victory). 

But it is worth remembering that Blair isn’t just the 
leader who over the past four years has helped bring 
some progressive change to battered Britain. On the face 
of it we have had some inspired moments: the passing of 
the Human Rights Act 1998, the implementation of the 
Race Relations (Amendment) Act, which built on 
the bitter lessons of the Macpherson Report, and the 
dignified commemoration of the first Holocaust 
Remembrance Day, which was used as a memo to all of 
us that we need to be on our guard against 21st century 
racism and fascism. These are all healthy signs that 
“tolerant” Britain is singing a more “multicultural” 
version of Rule Britannia. Or is it? 
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Asylum and Romanies 
As we go to the voting booths, we must also remember 
that the Labour Party has introduced legislation that has 
had a devastating impact on some of the most 
marginalised and vulnerable groups of people in society, 
particularly asylum-seekers. Their “pariah” and “bogus” 
status has ensured that they have had the kind of tabloid 
front cover exposure that Hague can only dream about. 
But the crucial difference is they would rather not have 
had it. With the passing of the Immigration and Asylum 
Act on 1 April 2000, untold suffering has been caused in 
the name of a spin-doctor-approved “tough” stance on 
what one Dover newspaper infamously referred to as 
“Human Sewage” (Dover Express, 1.10.98). This, of course, 
was to be read as meaning Romani asylum-seekers. 

Indeed, groups of Romani asylum-seekers have 
consistently been vilified by the press and politicians 
during the past couple of years. Such attacks have grown 
in both frequency and ferocity. What often starts as a 
letter or two to local newspapers in the “garden of 
England” (that’s Kent apparently) has a tendency to 
transform into a particularly vicious style of national 
press “investigation” of the “asylum issue”. The 
conclusion, inevitably, is that Britain is “too soft”. 

Elaine Campbell and I recently analysed the press 
coverage of events in October 1997 when Romanies 
from the former Czechoslovakia arrived in Dover to 
claim political asylum. We were shocked, but not 
surprised, by the reporting methods and tone of the 
British media - both tabloid and broadsheet. The 
Independent (21.10.97) rather bizarrely talked of 
“cuckoos in the nest” who were brought to England by 
“the lure of promised lands”. The previous day the same 
newspaper had led with the front-page headline: 
“Gypsies invade Dover hoping for a handout” (20.10.97). 
The Daily Mail, like most other papers, focussed on 
supposed “benefit abuse” and also spoke of Britain as 
being Europe's “soft touch” when it came to the “Gypsy 
Invasion” (22.10.97). The Express (21.10.97) said the port 
of Dover was “under siege” and The Sun (24.10.97), while 
speaking of the desire to “kick them out”, also made it 
clear that it was an “EU law” that was the “Gypsy Curse” 
(the law in question being the Dublin Convention, 
which was implemented in September 1997). 

Asylum, in other words, has been a renewed issue of 
national populist cause for a few years now. The 
implementation of the Immigration and Asylum Act 2000, 


along with the screams of the press on the issue, has led 
to a new institutionalised strain of xenophobia becoming 
part of the everyday “commonsense” way of thinking 
about Romani families who come to seek shelter from 
skinhead violence, discrimination and abuse. Their only 
crime was to come to an island country in the grip of a 
“moral panic’, where xenophobia mixes with the kinds of 
racism that longer established ethnic minority 
communities already face — including British Gypsies. 

What I have found most worrying over the past couple 
of years has been the mantra-like repetition of hostile 
anti-asylum-seeker/Romani messages in the press. If 
they are repeated often enough, with few alternative 
viewpoints being heard, then they are accepted by the 
general public as a “natural” view to hold. From tacit 
head-nodding xenophobia to more extreme anti- 
“foreigner” violence, it is all seen as an “understandable” 
response to the “huge numbers” that are said to be 
“jllegally” entering Britain. With all the bellicose rhetoric 
and politics in the air, the facts of the matter are often 
blurred and allowed to fall by the wayside. Britain takes 
in less than half the European average of refugees (in 
relation to its size) and between 1988 and 1998 a total of 
just under 60,000 people were allowed to settle. Not 
exactly a “swamping” and, while the number of 
applications is increasing, so is the number of those 
being rejected. To date no Romani applications for 
asylum have been successful, while only half a dozen or 
so have been given “leave to remain” in this country. 


Britain and the Gypsies 
“Now the first thing we have to say is that people have 
got to stop being sentimental about so-called 
Travellers. There are relatively few Romani Gypsies 
left, who seem to be to able to mind their own 
business and don't cause trouble to other people, and 
then there are a lot more people who masquerade as 
Travellers or Gypsies, who trade on the sentiment of 
people ... in the past there has been rather too much 
toleration of Travellers and we want to see the police 
and local authorities cracking down on them ... Many 
of these so-called Travellers seem to think that it’s 
perfectly OK for them to cause mayhem in an area, to 
go burgling, thieving, breaking into vehicles, causing 
all kinds of other trouble including defecating in the 
doorways of firms and so on, and getting away with it, 
then their behaviour degenerates.” Jack Straw, 1999 
Even before the Home Secretary made his vacuous 
comments above, the 120,000 population of Gypsies and 
Travellers in Britain had had a hard time of it (Kenrick and 
Clark, 1999). When Labour came to power there was some 
hope that the battering they had taken from successive 
Conservative governments would end. Some thought 
that the worst aspects of the 1994 Criminal Justice and 
Public Order Act (CJPOA) might even get scrapped. 
This was to prove rather wishful thinking. During the 
reading of the Bill, Labour sat on the fence even though 
the Lords did their best to stop some sections of it going 
through. Labour had no plans to reintroduce the 1968 
Caravan Sites Act, which section 80 of the CJPOA had 
ripped up. Sir George Young, when he introduced the Bill, 
told Gypsies that they had to pay for their own sites and 
“look after their own’. Today, for those families with a bit 
of money, this has been feasible, but getting planning 
permission to station their caravan legally on their own 
land — as recent cases at the European Court of Human 
Rights have shown - is nearly impossible. 
The private site planning problems that Gypsies have, 
along with the impact on local authority sites of the 


repeal of the 1968 Caravan Sites Act, has meant that 
between 3,000 and 4,000 Gypsy and Traveller families 
are literally “on the verge” with no legal place to go in 
Britain. After the passing of the CJPOA in November 
1994, nomadism became a criminal offence and more 
councils were starting to notice more Gypsies and 
Travellers “residing” and “resorting” to their areas — 
illegally. The Labour response to this was a Guide to 
Good Practice entitled Managing Unauthorised 
Camping (Department of the Environment, Transport 
and the Regions (DETR), 1998). This document 
continues the long-held tradition of viewing Gypsies as 
“the problem” and the DETR is really aiming at helping 
local authorities to move roadside encampments on 
quicker, and with fewer complications, rather than 
actually preventing pointless evictions and the 
disruption and costs they bring. Some £7 million a year 
is spent by local authorities on evictions: a bigger waste 
of taxpayers’ money you would be hard pushed to find. 

Gypsies and Travellers in Britain are often called 
“Persons Unknown’. This is the standard phrase used on 
most eviction notices to move them on from roadside 
sites. Finding out people's names to print on an eviction 
notice is usually considered to be too much trouble and 
not worth the effort by the authorities. The use of “Persons 
Unknown’ also serves further to dehumanise Gypsies and 
Travellers, reducing them to almost “object” or “invisible” 
status. It makes evictions easier for those carrying them 
out if you don't have to call a person by their name. 

The same argument, I would suggest, applies to those 
Romanies who have attempted to come to Britain from 
various parts of Central and Eastern Europe in the past 
few years. They are “Persons Unknown” because their 
specific and individual cases for asylum are not 
important, whereas their Romani ethnicity has been. 
The net effect of the kind of tabloid bastardisation of 
asylum-seekers that we spoke of earlier has been 
enough to ensure that as a group they were “bogus’, 
even if individual families did have “genuine” reasons to 
be seeking sanctuary in democratic and tolerant Britain. 

We are now singing a version of Rule Britannia that is 
tinged with the blood, sweat and tears of an issue that 
may very well decide the next general election. Use your 
vote wisely. 


Colin Clark is a lecturer in Socjology and Social Policy at 
Newcastle University and member of the Gypsy Council 
for Education, Culture, Welfare and Civil Rights. 
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Many 
Norwegian 
Roma were 
sent to 
Auschwitz by 
the Nazis 


Ethnic cleansing in Scandinavia 
From Sven Johansen, Monitor 







s the Third Reich went under in a 
G6tterdammerung of blood and fire, racism 
and eugenics were to remain official policies of 
the Scandinavian governments for the next 
‘three decades. Racism was not born with 


Hitler's Germany, and certainly did not die with it. And 


the Norwegian group that suffered most from the state's 
programme for “racial hygiene” was the Roma minority. 
Escaping from the Indian subcontinent about 1,000 
years ago, Roma appeared in western and northern 
Europe at the beginning of the 16th century. Roma* were 
first observed in Sweden in 1512; they had probably 
migrated from Scotland. 

As in other European countries the local population 
wondered where these people had come from. Popular 
superstition and prejudices soon made the travelling 
people victims of persecution. 

In 1536 King Christian HI of Denmark-Norway 
announced an edict that prohibited any Roma access to 
the kingdoms and required any Roma residing in the 
kingdoms to leave within three months. A later 
amendment to this law directed that any leader of a 
Roma band found within the frontiers of the kingdoms 
should be executed. In 1589 a new edict commanded 
the capture or killing of Roma. 

From 1643 Roma were hunted in Denmark- Norway. In 
Norway this hunting, with various degrees of intensity, 
lasted until the 1920s. 

In the 18th century the state started to build 
chastisement houses, where Roma and others who did 
not fit into society were confined. 

In 1893 the Norwegian Church Council estimated the 
number of Roma in Norway at 4,000. From 1896 a law 
allowed the state to remove children from their parents 
and keep them in state custody until they were 21 years 
old. 

In 1897 the Reverend Jacob Valnum founded the 
Association to Counteract Vagabondism. Three years 
later the first children’s home was opened. From then on 
Romani children were taken away from their parents 
and placed in these homes. The Association to 
Counteract Vagabondism was transformed into the 
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Vagabond Mission, a Christian organisation, which from 
1907 was given responsibility for the settlement of 
Roma. 

The “Mission”, as it is still remembered among old 
travellers, went on to build two work camps for 
travellers. The goal was to assimilate the travellers into 
Norway's agricultural society. 

The first half of the 20th century was a golden era for 
racial biology. In Oslo Dr Jon Alfred Hansen Mjgen built 
his race biology laboratory and wrote several books and 
articles on the subject. According to Dr Mjgen, and 
several others, travellers were inferior and defective 
human beings who should be interned and if possible 
sterilised. 

More important than Dr Mjgen was the renowned 
psychiatrist Johan Scharffenberg. A republican when 
Norway gained independence from Sweden in 1905, Dr 
Scharffenberg belonged to Norway's radical political 
tradition. Others on the Scandinavian left agreed with 
him, including Alva Myrdal, who later won the Nobel 
peace price. 

During the early 1930s Dr Scharffenberg wrote several 
articles demanding legislation to permit the forced 
sterilisation of “the inferior’. While working as a prison 
doctor, Scharffenberg measured the skulls of inmates. 
His conclusions were clear: Roma belonged to an 
inferior race and should be interned or prevented from 
having children in order to protect the Norwegian 
people from racial degeneration. 

In 1932 the government's “Vagabond Commission” 
concluded its work. It had tested the IQs of Romani 
children at the Mission's children’s homes and found 
that their average IQ was 78. According to the 
commission this was the same as among “Negroes, 
Indians and Mexicans”. The commission therefore 
recommended a law “that gives access to the 
unfertilisation of low and inferior individuals”. 

In 1934 the law passed through parliament, with one 
vote against, Sterilisation became permissible on both 
social and eugenic indication. Social indication was 
defined as “persons who could not nourish themselves 
or their offspring through their own labour”. Eugenic 
indication was defined as “insanity or major physical 
defect that could be transferred to the offspring”. 

From the mid 1930s state conducted what today is 
called ethnic cleansing. Using, not soldiers armed with 
guns, but doctors with knives and priests running 
children’s homes, the state tried to annihilate the Roma 
through an attack on their fertility. The Vagabond 
Mission cosmetically changed its name into the 
Norwegian Mission among the Homeless, a name it 
continued to use until it was finally closed down in 1986. 

Norway, and the rest of Scandinavia, were not the only 
places where racist ideas were transformed into 
practical politics. From 1911 to 1930 similar laws were 
passed in 33 states in the USA. From 1911 to 1950, 60,000 
people were sterilised on eugenic grounds in the USA. 

Hitler's Germany went one step further in launching 
its euthanasia programme. While German bishops were 
protesting, many European and American psychiatrists 
were applauding. 

The German occupation brought no noticeable 


—— 


change in Norwegian policy towards the Roma. It is 
known that the Mission offered the authorities its 
traveller archives. Quisling’s Minister of Police, Jonas Lie, 
urged that Roma should be given the same treatment as 
the Jews, but the war ended before this was 
implemented. 

When the war ended, and the horrors of the 
Holocaust were revealed to the public, the whole world 
said “never again’. But for Roma in Norway, it was about 
to become worse. 

Postwar Norwegian society was blooming with 
optimism. The ruling Labour Party was building a 
welfare state and wanted to change society and its 
inhabitants. Unluckily for the Roma they did not fit into 
this project and the state reinforced its efforts to 
assimilate them. From 1934 until the mid-1970s an 
unknown number of people were sterilised or even 
forcibly castrated. 

The violations against the travellers committed by the 
state did not stop at the sterilisation campaign. 
Those who opposed the assimilation process could risk 
being victims of one of the newer methods of modern 
psychiatry: lobotomy. 

The first lobotomy in Norway was conducted in 1941. 
The patient died. From 1941 to 1950, 24 per cent of 
lobotomy victims at one hospital in Oslo died. Many 
were buried in a mass grave, marked with a stone with 
no names. 

One lobotomist, travelling from hospital to hospital, 
boasted that he could conduct 14 lobotomies before 
lunch and 350 in a year. Other methods, such as 
overdoses with insulin or cardiazol, which caused terrible 
spasms, were also used to calm or “cure” those who ended 
up within the walls of Norwegian mental institutions. 

At the same time special laws targeting travellers were 
passed through parliament in order to force them into 
settled lives. In 1953 travellers were forbidden from 
owning horses. 

While their parents suffered the horrors of surgery and 
police persecution, the children were literally abducted 
from their families and placed in the children’s homes 
run by the Mission. Several of these children were 
abused physically and sexually. 

In the 1970s the state's policy towards travellers came 
under attack. In 1980 a government report evaluated all 
the state’s measures towards the Roma. In 1986 the last 
work camp for travellers, Svanviken, was closed down, 
and in 1988 all special legislation concerning travellers 
was removed from the Statute books. 

In 1998 the Romani people in Norway were given the 
_ Status of a national minority. Yet they are still 
experiencing racism and discrimination. Travellers are 
commonly denied entrance to campsites and the police 
apprehend those who place their caravans outside 
campsites. 

Social democratic Norway did not have much room 
for diversity and travellers suffered as a result. The 
attempt to annihilate the Roma of Norway has never 
been publicly admitted by the church or by the state. A 
very small number of victims of lobotomy and 
sterilisation have been awarded compensation. 

While some observers do not understand the growth 
of the populist Progress Party, part of the explanation 
could be the country’s racist history and Norwegian 
institutions’ lack of will to denounce it. 


*There are at least three different groups of Roma in 
Norway. The biggest is the so called tatere or, as they 
prefer to call themselves, travellers. 





Resources 


Patrin Web - 
http://www.geocities.com/Paris/5121/rights.htm 
Provides articles on current Romani rights issues 


European Roma Rights Centre — 
www.errc.org 
For information about Roma rights in Europe 


Donations can be sent to the Gypsy Council: 
The Gypsy Council 

8 Hall Road 

PWG 

Romford 

Essex RM15 4HD 


Messages of support, requests for information, and 
donations can be sent to 

Europe Roma 

PO Box 14874 

London 

NW1 OWF 


Write to receive a petition calling for refugee status 
to be granted to the Roma 


Books 


Moving On: The Gypsies and Travellers of Britain, 
Donald Kenrick and Colin Clark, University of 
Hertfordshire Press, 28 October 1999, 

ISBN 0 900458 99 2 


Between Past and Future: the Roma of Central and 
Eastern Europe, Will Guy (ed) 

Forthcoming, Spring 2001, University of 
Hertfordshire Press, ISBN 1902806 07 7 


Gypsies under the Swastika, Donald Kenrick and 
Grattan Puxon 

November 1995, University of Hertfordshire Press 
ISBN 0 900458 65 8 


Events 


Roma Nation Day, 8 April: The “March of 100,000” 
is an anti-racist demonstration taking place in 
150 towns and cities around the world. 

The London event, organised by the Gypsy Council, 
will be a rally on Sunday, 8 April in Parliament 
Square from 2pm. 
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Freedom to roam 
The Roma and the EU 





test for any humane society. The continued 

vilification of the Romani people has culminated in 
a catalogue of racist attacks and human rights abuses, 
not just in many of the Eastern European countries in 
which the majority of Roma are concentrated, but also 
in the Western European countries to which Roma have 
fled or settled. 

The ease with which the British media and politicians 
have dismissed Roma asylum-seekers as economic 
migrants has revealed a stark refusal to acknowledge the 
entrenched prejudice and systematic attacks with which 
they are faced in countries such as the Czech Republic 
and Slovakia. 

Such hysteria that is whipped up in Britain by The 
Daily Mail and The Sun, with headlines such as “Giro 
Czechs’, also finds itself articulated through mainstream 
politicians such as Jack Straw, who last year declared, 
“there has been too much tolerance for travellers”. When 
viewed in a wider context, the collapse of the Eastern 
bloc has opened up new avenues for Roma in terms of 
migration to the West. This clearly marks out a fear that 
is propagated by many Western governments, that 
processes of European enlargement will result in an 
“influx” and a “deluge” of Roma migration. 

The framework of Europe homogenising its asylum 
laws, as stipulated by the 1999 Amsterdam Treaty, allows 
for the prospect that many fear of a so-called “Fortress 
Europe”. It is within this context, and that of the 
European Union extending its boundaries, that the 
treatment of the Roma must play a crucial role. 

The 1951 Geneva Convention states that persons are 
entitled to refugee status where they are forced to cross 
national borders because of a well founded fear of 
persecution. It is clear that many EU member states, 
Britain being one, interpret this principle very narrowly 
when it comes to asylum-seekers of any origin. To date, 
Britain has failed to grant asylum status to any Roma 
entering the country: indeed such claims are usually 
vetoed almost immediately. To accept such claims 
would be seen to encourage more Roma to arrive in the 
country, and would also undermine the British 
government's support for countries such as the Czech 
Republic to join the EU. Such countries are deemed by 
Britain to be “safe”. The endemic discrimination faced in 
a country where 90% of Romani people are 
unemployed, Romani children outnumber non-Roma in 
special schools by 27 to one, and there is an increasing 
presence of far-right skinheads who target the Roma, is 
overlooked. 

Indeed Britain has taken measutes to try and halt what 
it perceives to be a Romani “influx”, despite the numbers 
migrating being comparable to those of non-Roma from 
the same countries. In 1998 Britain reimposed visas on 
Slovak citizens for this very purpose. A less overt method 
at halting such “waves” was to tighten application 
processes, leaving asylum-seekers, often with limited 
English, just five days to present their case. 

In October 1999, the Belgian government forcibly 
expelled all Slovak Roma asylum-seekers who were in 


T:: treatment of the Roma can be viewed as a litmus 
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the country. Perpetuated by the anti-Roma rhetoric of 
mainstream politicians and the press, this act is 
indicative of the sentiments of many Western European 
governments at the prospect of greater Romani 
migration. 

But the possibilities raised by Eastern European states 
joining the EU may be particularly unpalatable for 
Western European governments: in theory, Roma 
hailing from Eastern Europe would then have the right 
to travel and work freely within other member states. To 
prevent this would be to contravene EU law. 

There remains a question over whether countries 
such as the Czech Republic or Poland, both in the first 
round of the enlargement process, should be allowed 
to join the EU at all, and whether this should depend to 
some degree on their treatment of the Roma. One 
would assume from the ambitions of these countries to 
play a part in European integration that they would like 
to be seen to observe EU law with regard to human 
rights. Under the “Copenhagen Criteria’ it must be 
shown “that the candidate country has achieved 
stability of institutions guaranteeing democracy, the 
rule of law, human rights and respect for and 
protection of minorities” if they are to meet the 
conditions stipulated for entry into the EU. But we 
have already seen an unwillingness to recognise that 
human rights abuses are prevalent or even exist. How 
far the EU will go in judging the treatment of the Roma 
as a criterion for entry is debatable, with some 
rumours suggesting that they will not push the issue of 
Roma rights “too far”. 

While potential EU membership of countries with 
dreadful records on Roma rights is a pressing issue at 
present, some of the most appalling human rights 
abuses against the Roma take place in countries already 
within the EU. In Greece, for example, there have been 
numerous cases of police brutality against Roma 
including shootings and largescale evictions of Romani 
settlements. After the September 1999 earthquake, the 
mayor of Greater Athens accused the Roma of “stealing 
from the whole world”. 

As a nationless minority, the Roma are symbolic in 
the EU enlargement process. How the EU responds to 
member states that contravene human rights 
stipulations will depend on how far it is willing to apply 
and implement laws intended to improve the situation 
of minority groups. Meanwhile, the increasingly hostile 
environment that Roma face in both Eastern and 
Western Europe still prevails. Many are still in exodus 
as a result of conflicts in Kosovo and the Balkan 
regions, and face an uphill battle getting asylum claims 
processed. In the current climate it must be realised 
that we too are not blameless. Continued efforts must 
be made to help, rather than stigmatise, those fleeing 
from desperate situations within Europe. 








FRANCE 


by Reflexes 
Court told of FN’s violence 


Two anti-fascists have been convicted for a series of 
attacks on property and premises belonging to Jean- 
Marie Le Pen’s fascist Front National (FN). Yves Peirat and 
William Ferrari were accused of belonging to a group 
called the Franc-Tireurs Partisans (FTP), which took its 
named after wartime anti-fascist resistance fighters. They 
were jailed for five years and 18 months respectively. A 
third anti-fascist, Albert Peirat, was acquitted. 

The court rejected attempts by lawyers for the FN to 
have the three tried for “organised terrorism”. During last 
month's trial, which lasted several days, the court heard 
defence witnesses testify to the violence of the FN and its 
members’ involvement in racist murder and express 
their political understanding of the accused anti-fascists’ 
actions. The noted investigative journalist Anne Tristan, 
who herself infiltrated the FN, described the violent 
atmosphere in the party in the Marseille region. Another 
witness, the famous former resistance fighter André 
Jurquet, a member of the original FTP said it was an 
honour that the anti-fascists had adopted the name FTP 
even if he did not fully subscribe to their methods. 


FN mayors reelected 


Catherine Mégret has been reelected mayor of Vitrolles. 
The wife of the leader of the fascist Mouvement National 
Républicain (MNR) took 45% of the vote in the second 
round of local elections on 18 March. 

Far-right mayors were also reelected in Marignan, with 
62%, and Orange, with 59%, but lost heavily in Toulon, 
the fourth of the FN’s 1995 victories. The fascists, still 
smarting from the 1998 split in the FN that resulted in the 
creation of Bruno Mégret’s MNR, even opposed each 
- other in Marignane and a number other contests. 

Although the FN remains numerically larger than the 
MNR and has infinitely greater resources, the MNR now 
controls two cities against the FN’s one. The elections 
show that declarations of the death of the far right are 
premature, notwithstanding the fall in votes in former 
strongholds such as Marseille. 

A full analysis of the results will appear in Searchlight 
next month. 









































SWEDEN 


by Pat Hennings in Gothenburg 


Nazis expelled from leftist sect 


Several people have been expelled from a Swedish 
communist youth organisation for creating an Internet web 
page that mixed Stalin worship with nazi propaganda. 

A group of members of the Revolutionary Communist 
Youth (RKU) in central Sweden had teamed up in an 
Internet chat room with two known Stockholm nazis. They 
discovered a shared hatred of syndicalists, anarchists and 
Trotskyists, not to mention bourgeois democracy. 

One of the RKU members forked out the cash to pay for 
an Internet domain, now defunct, named “comrade- 
josef.org”. The home page, titled “Authoritarian Socialist 
Faction”, was festooned with Stalinist pictures and the 
Swedish flag. 

The “Authoritarian Socialist Faction” might have begun 
as a feeble attempt at a joke, but soon enough the 
Stockholm nazis latched onto it adding openly racist texts 
against so-called “race-mixing”. At this point some of the 
original RKU members started to have second thoughts 
and pulled out. : 

This led to a hefty bout of political infighting in the group. 
Some RKU members defended the cooperation with the 
nazis, among them, a 23-year-old activist nicknamed 
“Patriot”. He declared that he was a “pre-Adolf Hitler 
National Socialist”, a political stance which, he said, was 
easily reconciled with Leninism. 

The website was also linked to so-called National 
Bolshevik groups and took some of its inspiration from 
Strasserism. 

The RKU is the youth organisation of the ultra-Stalinist 
Communist Party Marxist-Leninist (revolutionary faction) — 
KPML(r). Formed as a splinter from the Maoist movement 
in the early 1970s, the party had an earlier brush with 
racism in the 1980s, when it decided that immigrants to 
Sweden were petit-bourgeois shop-keepers or other 
untrustworthy elements. The KPML(r) leadership also 
decided that homosexuality was a bourgeois deviation and 
that gays could not be members of the party because they 
could be blackmailed. 


These views caused the KPML(r) much public 


embarrassment when they were exposed in the media and 
got the party a mention as the only left-wing outfit named 
in Ciaran O’Maolain’s Encyclopaedia on the Radical Right. 
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Police spy 
Carsten 
Sezcepanski 





movement. They will be helped to ) find new homes ae 
jobs and placed in a witness protection scheme. 

Schily, who will unveil full details of the plan at a 
meeting of German state interior ministers in May, says 
that it will “be good value to the state” if it persuades 
people to defect. The nazis perversely agree, viewing the 
state scheme as a chance “to rid the movement” of 
suspect elements. 

Schily’s aim is to introduce a scheme 
like the one in Baden-Wiirttemberg, 
where a team called the Advice and 
_ Intervention Group against the Right 
| operates at the headquarters of 
| Stuttgart’s criminal police. 

This ten-strong team, which includes 
police _ officers, | teachers and 
psychologists, has become familiar with 
modern nazism, banned hate music, 
Nordic runes and NSDAP history. 
: The team’s activities commenced in 

<<. 0p March with visits to 324 right-wing 
extremists in the region. Afterwards, the police proudly 
announced that 252 fascists were willing to talk to them 
and 84 of these — mainly young activists - pronounced 
themselves ready to leave the movement. 

Those who want to defect can enter a witness 
protection programme where they are provided with the 
opportunity of further education, new homes and new 
employment, but it is vehemently denied in Stuttgart 
that the defectors will be used as informers. What 
remains unclear about the Baden-Wiirttemberg scheme 
is who will eventually foot the bill. 

The same goes for Berlin, where a similar scheme is 
still in its infancy. Berlin’s Christian Democrat Interior 
Minister, Eckart Werthebach, a former head of the 
Verfassungsschutz, together with his Bavarian 
counterpart, Giinter Beckstein, are supporting Schily’s 
plan for a federal effort. 

Reaction elsewhere is mixed. In Thiiringen in the east, 
the reception has been tepid. Christian K6ckert, the 
state’s Interior Minister, does not see the scheme as a 
priority. He insists that he wants to know whether 
existing schemes have been successful. 

A working party on Schily’s plan has already been set 
up in Erfurt. Kéckert, however, fully agrees with 
Thiiringen’s Prime Minister, Bernard Vogel, who claims 
that “if you pay people to leave, you are encouraging 
them to join”. Vogel’s scepticism stems from his own 
repeated attempts to play down right-wing extremist 
activity and racist violence in his region. 

Meanwhile, the newly appointed president of the 
Verfassungsschutz in Thiiringen, Thomas Sippel, 
desperate to increase the authority of his post and 
expand his department, told the press that there were 
1,400 right-wing extremists in the region, of whom 400 
were active nazis. Schily’s programme might, he thinks, 
be a way to detach key figures from the right-wing milieu 
and create anxiety in the ranks. Sippel had nothing to say 
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information about, left-wing youth by his controllers. 

Circumstances in Brandenburg were even more 
shameful. For six years, from 1994 until the summer of 
2000, the Verfassungsschutz operated Carsten Sczcepan- 
ski, an activist of the banned Nationalistische Front, as an 
informer in militant nazi circles. The result was a marked 
strengthening of Blood and Honour, closer cooperation 
with leading nazis such as Christian Worch, better 
international contacts with Scandinavia, the foundation 
of the terrorist National Revolutionary Cells and detailed 
planning of violence and accumulation of weapons. 

Sczcepanski was recruited while in custody in 1994 in 
Niedersachsen, which had a policy of approaching jailed 
right-wingers. For his efforts, he got a lighter prison 
sentence and was paid about £340 a month. 

Although these people have lost their social contacts, 
fellow nazis view them as heroes. Pfeiffer’s plan is to 
approach them unseen by other nazis in the jails and 
propose early release in exchange for acceptance into the 
witness protection programme, assistance in finding a 
new home and requests to local firms to give the 
defectors a job. Two social workers have been appointed 
to help the defectors and £700,000 has been allocated to 
the Niedersachsen programme. 

Pfeiffer has enlisted the backing of the police, who will 
inform arrested nazis that “there is a programme for 
defectors”. A telephone hotline has also been set up for 
any nazis who are thinking of defecting. 

Pfeiffer’s naiveté suggests that he has little idea about 
the situation in prisons, where the nazis have built up 
effective Kameradschaften in both east and west Germany. 
These structures have helped maintain the organisational 
cohesion of nazis behind bars. The imprisoned nazis are 
also assisted by outside organisations such as the 
prisoners’ aid group, the HNG, which organises friendly 
letters and lawyers for those inside. 

In one of the latest examples of this “solidarity”, the 
frequently convicted bomb-maker, Nick Greger, who was 
looked after by the HNG, went on a trip to South Africa 
and was put in touch with the Nationaldemokratische 
Partei Deutschlands in Berlin after his release. At his 
most recent trial, Greger said he was then directed to the 
National Revolutionary Cells around Sczcepanski. 

MPs such as Ulla Jelpke sharply criticise Schily’s plan. 
Government replies to her parliamentary questions 
suggest that some of the basics have still not been 
worked out. Verfassungsschutz fiascoes in any case 
“completely disqualify the secret service”, says Jelpke. 

Anti-fascists are not impressed either, arguing that the 
government's plan misses the point that racism and 
fascism emanate from the centre of society. Their view is 
that cash destined for nazi activists would be better 
spent on established anti-fascist and anti-racist projects 
aimed at inoculating young people against the nazi 
poison. They point out, correctly, that the few nazi 
defectors so far have deserted via anti-fascist groups or 
competent journalists who know how to spot a genuine 
defector when they see one. 










ced the death of Massimo Morsello, the man 
Fiore described as the movement’s “spiritual 






Searchlight has pursued the criminal gang led by Fiore 
and Morsello since 1980, when members of their group at 
that time, the Armed Revolutionary Nuclei (NAR) carried out 
the terrorist bombing of Bologna railway station, killing 86 
people and injuring over 200. 


The fantasy “itis with profound grief that Forza Nuova 
announces the death of Massimo Morsello, founder and 
spiritual head of the movement,” the FN’s official press 
statement opened. 

‘After a life of long and intense struggles Massimo 
Morsello has ceased to live leaving behind his indelible 
mark as a fascist, a Catholic and forzanovista” 

Roberto Fiore’s personal eulogy attempted to whitewash 
Morsello’s terrorist role: “He became politically active at the 
age of 14. He lost his father when he was very young. He 
expressed himself in the militancy around the Fuan group of 
Via Siena. 

“He became involved in the incident at Centocelle, which 
led to his only sentence. He witnessed the killing of Alberto 
Giaquinto by policemen who remain unknown. He was 
perversely sentenced. 

“In August 1980 he became a fugitive following an arrest 
warrant destined to end up in the dustbin of history. 

“He began with others a political and economic 
adventure designed to ignite a tremendous human renewal. 
The persecuted London comrades have planted the seeds 
for an economic and political conquest, which will bear rich 
fruits for the future. 

“In creating an industry he showed a managerial capacity 
that his adversaries failed to accept, leading some to 
ascribe its success to improbable sources of support. 

“Hundreds benefited from his work; some will try to say it 
was a clandestine and a subversive operation in spite of 
documentation to the contrary. 

“As if by a mysterious divine design illness struck him just 
when he had embarked on this operation. 

“Forza Nuova mixes fascism and Catholicism. He 

- belonged to the Tridentine Mass, Roman and eternal. 

“He would say of his illness ‘me ne frego’, | don’t care. 


“His last words were ‘I am ready, | am ready’. 


The fact Massimo Morsello was one of a group of 
middle class and rich young fascists who grew up amidst 
the background of state and Nato-inspired terrorism and 
destabilisation, aimed at undermining support for 
communist and socialist parties. 

In the 1970s he joined the fascist Armed Revolutionary 
Nuclei (NAR), which was later carried out a wave of 
bombings and killings. 

Morsello, who had been active since the age of 14, 
became engaged in much bigger crimes alongside others, 
including Alessandro Alibrandi, who killed a magistrate. 
Another was Luciano Petrone, who robbed a bank vault in 
Malaga of around £10 million and fled to Britain. 

When the Bologna bomb went off in August 1980 the 
perpetrators had already laid plans to flee to Britain, where 


They left behind a you 
Mambro and Valerio Fiora’ 
shootouts with the police and the left. When Alibrandi fled 
the UK after Searchlight exposed his presence here in the 
early 1980s, he was killed in another shootout in which the 
couple were wounded and captured. They were later 
convicted for the Bologna bombing. To this day they 
maintain their innocence, although do not deny other acts of 
terror, and blame Morsello among others for the bombing. 

Documentary evidence pertaining to two sets of escape 
papers currently being examined might at long last prove 
Morsello’s involvement. But if one set was for Morsello, 
then for whom was the second set? It was certainly not for 
Mambro; both were for men. 

Fiore, his former partner in terror and crime, claims he 
and Morsello arrived in London penniless. Yet within a short 
time Morsello was on his way to becoming a millionaire by 
way of a series of businesses that mushroomed overnight. 
Perhaps like mushrooms they thrived on excrement, or the 
proceeds of the Malaga robbery, most of which have never 
been recovered. 

The businesses were built on lies, violence and repression. 
Their interests included slave labour for farms and factories 
in East Anglia, well over a thousand firetrap properties in 
London alone, fake charities and later Morsello’s own pet 
project, an international hate music enterprise. 

While their victims continue to suffer, Morsello enjoyed a 
house worth at least £2 million in London and all the 
trappings of an international jetsetter. 

Tenants who complained about abuse and people who 
protested when he invited Mussolini’s jazz musician son to 
play in London found themselves at the mercy of the fists 
and boots of Morsello’s thugs brought in from Poland, 
Romania, Italy and Spain. Journalists and their families 
received sinister warnings to lay off. 

The claim that Morsello was a good Catholic is disputed 
by many Catholics. His fascism, corruption of young 
children at their “Hobbit” camps and strange brand of 
religion that calls for the return of the Inquisition are totally 
inimical to Catholicism. His conviction was never placed “in 
the dustbin of history” as Fiore claims; Morsello was only 
allowed to return to Italy as a concession because he was 
dying. This was arranged by extremist MPs from Gianfranco 
Fini’s Alleanza Nazionale. 

The payments to Andreas Insabato, who bombed the 
offices of Manifesto last December, and to others currently 
involved in terror had Morsello’s 
fingerprints all over them. 

While the case rumbles on 
against leaders and members of 
the violent Hammerskin fascists, 
he helped create and actions are 
growing steadily against Forza 
Nuova, Morsello is more likely, if 
there is an afterlife, to be heading 
for hell than to heaven. 

He was due to be buried in 
Rome at 11am on 24 March. 
Fascists from New York, London, 
Transylvania and Belgium are 
already proclaiming him a martyr | 
for their nefarious cause. 
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AUSTRIA 


From Karl Pfeifer in Vienna 





Jorg Haider’s unconcealed 
xenophobia and antisemitism 


Austrian anti-fascists never cease to be amazed when 
foreign journalists and politicians state: “Yes Haider is a 
populist, but he has never said anything antisemitic”. 

When Jorg Haider, the real boss of Austria’s extreme 
right-wing Freedom Party (FPO), was received by the Pope 
in Rome last December, two Jewish groups in the city were 
quick to point out that “Haider’s visit legitimises a politician 
who makes xenophobia and racism his raison d’étre”. This 
is true and no amount of kind advice from Italian and 
Austrian politicians that “no one should give Haider any 
prominence” will ever work. Haider, of course, cannot be 
compared with his compatriot Adolf Hitler, but before 1933 
well meaning politicians dispensed similar advice about 
him. The results of this policy are today well known. 

Told that Rome’s Jewish shopkeepers would switch off 
their lights in protest during his visit to the Vatican, Haider 
retorted: “If they’ve a problem with their electricity .... That 
at least was his version, but some Italian newspapers 
reported his words as: “If they [the Jews] want to save 
money, it’s nothing to do with me”, which is rather more 
cynical and antisemitic. 

Haider's comments in Rome turned out merely to 
foreshadow a dramatic escalation of antisemitism on 21 
January, when he complained that he was not satisfied with 
the payments agreed by the Austrian government in 
connection with Jewish compensation claims for property 
“Aryanised” by the Nazis. “This has got to end,” Haider 
solemnly told an FPO meeting in Vienna’s Kurhalle, going 
on to muse that Chancellor Wolfgang SchUssel entertained 
the illusion that he would earn “the undivided applause of 
the East Coast” by settling the claims. “East Coast” is 
Austrian antisemitic code for “US Jews”. 

A month later, on 21 February, Haider launched the FPO’s 
Vienna election campaign with an implicit antisemitic 
allusion. “Haeupl” (the Socialist mayor of Vienna), he said, 
“has an election strategist whose name is Greenberg”, 






























































provoking gales of laughter in the Kurhalle. In case Haider's 
audience had not fully grasped the point, he added, “He 
had him flown in from the East Coast! Dear friends, you can 
choose between the spin doctor Greenberg from the East 
Coast and the golden heart of Vienna.” 

Haider was consciously imitating the deceased ultra- 
conservative Bavarian politician Franz Josef Strauss, who 
made a regular practice of using Ash Wednesday to deride 
his opponents. The Austrian Catholic hierarchy, however, 
has nothing to say about Haider’s rabble rousing on what is 
supposed to be a holy day. It condemns antisemitism in 
general — we are all against sin — but when it comes to 
Haider’s antisemitic outbursts, there is silence. 

A week later, at a party meeting in Ried in a hall named 
after a German antisemite, Haider, beer glass in hand, 
praised the achievements of his party during its first year 
in government. He also used the platform to assail the 
FPO’s Austrian and international political opponents. The 
sheer viciousness of his attacks shocked the international 
community. He called the German Chancellor, Gerhard 
Schroder, “an idiot”, repeated his reference to French 
President Jacques Chirac as a “pocket-sized Napoleon” 
and laid into Germany’s Foreign Minister, Joschka Fischer, 
who has recently been in the spotlight because of his 
political past. 

“If it is the case that terrorists like Mr Fischer can become 
ministers or statesmen, this would mean that murderers 
can become judges or bank robbers can become president 
of the National Bank,” said Haider, adding: “This is not the 
world we imagine. Crooks belong behind bars and not in the 
higher posts of this republic.” 

Turning to Ariel Muzicant, the president of Austria’s 
Jewish community, Haider quipped: “I don’t understand 
how someone called Ariel can have so much dirt sticking to 
him”. Haider's 2,000-strong audience again roared its 
approval at their leader’s beer-hall antics. 

This time, even the very cautious Social Democrats felt 
forced to speak out, with the mayor of Vienna, Michael 
Haeupl, accusing Haider of “unconcealed antisemitism”. 
Inveighing against Haider, Haeupl said people had got used 
to Haider abusing the President and other leading foreign 
politicians in his speeches but his latest comments showed 
that he had absolutely no sense of shame. 

The Social Democrat Party’s federal party manager, Doris 
Bures, commented that while Schissel claimed to have 
tamed the FPO, Haider was behaving like a “wild animal”. 
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She called on the Chancellor to break his silence and make 
a stand on the issue. 

Asked by the Vienna weekly Falter about Haider’s 
antisemitic outburst, Schussel, who pledged on his 
accession to the premiership last year to fight antisemitism, 
answered obliquely: “It needs greatness to concentrate on 
the essential and to blend out disturbances and 
interference”. Later he tried to write off Haider’s aggressive 
antisemitism by remarking that “jokes with names are 
misplaced”, as if blatant antisemitism is a big laugh. 

The FPO and its real boss, who are working for an Austria 
in which xenophobia, antisemitism and racism are rampant, 
do not trouble Schussel, who is totally dependent on his 
extreme-right partner. He therefore shamelessly tolerates 
Haider’s ravings. 

Not so Muzicant, who has commenced legal proceedings 
over Haider’s statements which, he said, had caused an 
increase in the number of abusive letters and phone calls 
to his office since the beginning of February. 


FPO rapped for posters 


The International Helsinki Federation for human rights 
(IHF) has condemned the extreme right-wing Freedom 
Party (FPO) in Vienna for putting up election posters 
that “incite racial hatred”. 

The IHF singled out two of the posters, which bear 
pictures of the FPO’s leading candidate in the Viennese 
local elections, Helene Partik-Pable. One of the posters 
shrieks in large letters “Foreigners” and underneath in 
smaller print: “I understand the concerns of the 
Viennese”. Another says in bold letters: “Crime” and 
underneath: “I want to live in safety, too”. 

According to the IHE which is based in Vienna, the 
two placards are being displayed next to each other on 
hoardings — with the result that the words “foreigners” 
and “crime” appear side by side —- and are evidence of the 
FPO’s “clear intention” to link foreigners with crime. 

In a letter of protest addressed to Chancellor Wolfgang 
Schiissel and the FPO Vice Chancellor Susanne Riess- 
Passer, the human rights group appealed to the 
government to condemn xenophobia and guarantee 
that any political campaign in Austria would be based 
on tolerance and understanding. 

The IHF’s stance contrasts starkly with that of the 
European Monitoring Centre for Racism and 
Xenophobia, the European Union's toothless Vienna- 
based racism watchdog, which has declined to 
comment in detail on the posters plastered all over 

‘ the city. 

The FPO meanwhile has dismissed the IHF’s 
criticisms. Indeed Partik-Pable justified the posters with 
the statement that “Viennese people are concerned 
about it ... The Freedom Party is giving people the 
chance to voice that.” 

She also defended another FPO poster, in red and 
green, that has appeared all over the capital, declaring: 
“We want to bring some originality into our election 
campaign and show what the voters could expect if a 
Red-Green coalition comes to power” on 25 March. 

Christoph Chorherr, a leading Green Party candidate, 
has accused the FPO of “taking a large bucket, throwing 
prejudice, fear and resentment into it, mixing it all up 
and pouring it over Vienna — and they don’t even have 
the courage to sign their name on the posters”. 

Partik-Pable is not at all bothered, expecting voters to 
understand the message “even if they don’t know where 
it comes from’. 


BELGIUM 


From Wim Haelsterman for AFF- 
Verzet/Résistances 


Viaams Blok MP resigns 


Roland Raes, vice-president of the extreme right-wing Vlaams Blok 
(VB), has been forced to resign from his party post and senate 
seat after publicly questioning the Nazi Holocaust. Raes, 65, had 
voiced doubts in a Dutch TV interview over whether Jews had been 
systematically persecuted and murdered during the Third Reich. 
Although party president Frank Vanhecke later trumpeted the 
decision as an act of party “discipline and self control”, neither he 
nor the party condemned Raes’s statement outright. 

Raes, who can feel comfortable in the knowledge that he will 
keep his job as an administrator at the University of Ghent, will 
be replaced in the Belgian parliament by Yves Buysse, 
Vanhecke’s personal secretary. 

Raes is not the only VB parliamentarian in hot water. Guido 
Tastenhoye MP shocked Belgian public opinion when he 
unveiled drastic plans for Brussels in a magazine interview. 

The Flemish nationalist movement, its democratic wing as 
well as the far right, has always claimed Brussels as the capital 
of an independent Flemish state. Brussels became the “capital 
of the Flemish region” at the beginning of the 1990s after 
constitutional reforms that turned Belgium into a federal state 
consisting of Flanders, Wallonia and the Brussels region, each 
with its own parliament and Prime Minister. 

Originally a small Flemish town, Brussels evolved during the last 
century into an international political and commercial centre, 
heavily dominated by its French-speaking community. This process 
rapidly turned the Flemish community in Brussels into a minority. 
Today, only 10 to 15% of Brussels citizens are considered Flemish 
but a significant part of the population is bilingual and many 
French-speakers have Flemish roots and surnames. 

From a geographical point of view, Brussels and _ its 
surrounding region is a bilingual enclave within the Flemish 
region, which would pose a problem if both Flanders and 
Wallonia became independent. Fortunately, the independence 
idea has hardly any support. 

Nevertheless, the VB has already worked out its solution to 
the “Brussels problem”, namely that the city would become 
the capital of the independent Flemish state. The French- 
speaking community would be able to keep its socio-linguistic 
and cultural rights but would, at the same time, be urged to 
become Flemish. 

Tastenhoye’s ideas, however, are even more radical. He 
argues for no less than a Berlin-type blockade of the Brussels 
region if “the others” — the French-speaking community, the 
EU and non-EU immigrants — do not accept the annexation of 
Brussels by the Flemish state. 

Tastenhoye envisaged besieging the capital by closing its 
airport, blocking rivers and creating roadblocks, declaring: “You 
can starve them out and they'll be forced, if they’re not willing 
to accept our offer, to join in”. The embarrassed VB leadership 
moved quickly to tone down his statements as soon as the 
national newspapers got hold of the interview. 

The aggressive and self-confident behaviour of the party 
leadership and backbenchers like Tastenhoye has much to do 
with the high votes obtained by the VB in local elections last 
October. Against all forecasts, the party made significant 
progress and there are no indications that it has yet peaked. 
This is why Vanhecke recently managed to renew his party 
chairmanship for another three-year term. As befits far-right 
traditions, he was the only candidate. 
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Despite claims by certain sections of the conservative — 


media that “She's back”, Pauline Hanson’s One Nation 
(ON) Elie elereyaiy at ‘the ballot box in February. The 
unseating of the Liberal Ffavel NEelelevarell ceeyeliit(ela) al \eciciaal 
Australia now seems the result more of federal anti- 
government sentiment than a swing to the far right. 

ON polled 10%, similar to the Greens and Democrats, and 
although its voters’ preferences (ON decided at the last 
moment to put all incumbents last, regardless of party, in 
Australia’s transferable vote system) may have helped unseat 
some rural National Party MPs. ON itself only managed to win 
three seats in the WA upper house. Although early signs 
predicted a good result for ON, particularly in the run-up to 
the Queensland state elections (its traditional home) a week 
later, it was the Australian Labor Party that emerged as the 
biggest victor. 

In Queensland Hanson decided to continue her theme as 
an anti-political politician by putting all incumbent MPs last 
on her “how to vote” cards. This damaged the government 
only slightly, as the majority of government votes crossed 
directly to Labor instead. 

In the weeks before the poll in Queensland, where ON 
previously had 11 MPs, the Liberal and National coalition 
opposition felt so threatened by Hanson that the Nationals 
almost split from the Liberals, and among themselves, over the 
exchange of preferences with ON. In the end, the Nationals 
swapped preferences with ON in 17 seats, while Labor, 
uncomfortable in the home of the racist party, advised people 
simply to “Vote One” for Labor, in a shift from Labor’s previous 
policy of putting ON last. 

The result for Hanson was worse than predicted. Like in 
Western Australia the coalition was decimated, the only 
truly clean bill of health going to the Liberals who refused 
to do deals with ON and ended up with only one MP 
Although there was little benefit for the Liberals in 
exchanging votes with the rurally based ON, many Nationals 
feel that the Liberal decision hurt them in seats where they 
faced ON themselves. Again, opposition to the federal 
government influenced the result, with a 9% swing to Labor 
and an unexpected 6.6% against ON, which was left with 
only three MPs. 

Many feel that by portraying herself as willing to help the 
Nationals against Labor, Hanson is no better than the 
eyaleejelelrelaeey-liitcela teal) (Sy (e(laeielarcitecle)2 plea (or a eagianic 
Minister John Howard has been vocal in his disapproval of 
@)\Fecclalerete) ccltelear miclaise)ar arcs) -(eeeicicie| 1m (6)))=16)(@) ei alcile)| arcs 
Labor to power at the forthcoming federal election. 
In reality, the arguments and excesses of the love-hate 
relationship between ON and the coalition should not be 


blown out of proportion. Hanson is stuck with rural votes _ 
and is completely ignored in the « cities where Sac rarely = 


Siclarels erclaleltetetcsy 
Hanson is likely to be totally 
— election, because 
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has suggested that his 
motive was purely financial 
because he had lost his job 
after the Hess march. 

Sjolie is also charged 
under section 135a of the 
Norwegian penal code, the 
so-called racism paragraph, 
because of statements he 
made in a speech at the 
Y . Hess demonstration. 

aed In court, he admitted to 
being a national socialist, adding that he could see 
nothing racist about his speech and his intention 
had been simply to honour Hess. 

When the judge asked him to define whom he 
had meant by “the Jews”, he replied that he used 
“Jews” as a general term, not aimed only at 
Norwegian and Israeli Jews. He also admitted that 
his statements about immigrants daily raping, 
robbing and killing people were provocative. 

Sjolie and Holm have also been charged with a 
series of lesser offences, including driving while 
under the influence of drink and driving motor 
vehicles with false licence plates. As Searchlight 
went to press, the trial was continuing. 














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Sex allegations rock 
Progress Party 


Just when it seemed that Carl | Hagen, leader of the 
Progress Party (FrP), had won his war against factional 
opponents, the party has been rocked by a young 
woman's statement to the annual meeting of its 
Hordaland county branch. 

At the gathering on 10 February, Cathrin Rustoeen 
claimed she had been raped by a prominent party 
member. For a couple of days rumours flew with much 
speculation about the identity of the “rapist”. 

Only hours after her allegations became public, a 
separate case hit the tabloids, in which a 17-year-old 
girl claimed to have been sexually assaulted by the 
Progress Party's  second-in-command, _ Terje 
Soeviknes, who is married. The incident, she said, had 
taken place after after a drinking session at the 
congress of the FrP’s youth organisation last year 
when she was 16. 

On evening news bulletins the same day, Soeviknes 
admitted he had had sexual relations with the girl at 
the congress. Rarely has there been such a pitiful 
television spectacle as that of Soeviknes grovellingly 
claiming he was “deeply sorry”, “regretted the whole 
thing” and “hoped that there was room. for 
forgiveness”. 

The FrP was shaken to its roots with Hagen bitterly 
regretting his earlier dismissal of the claims. Hagen 
had campaigned hard to get Soeviknes into second 
place on the parliamentary election candidates’ list 
despite knowing about the allegations. 

The revelations have proved immensely damaging 
with voters deserting the party in droves, according to 
opinion polls taken shortly after both incidents 
became public. 

Meanwhile, Soeviknes was pulled in for questioning 
by the police, as was the girl who had not officially 
reported the incident. She explained that while 
Soeviknes had not used force or violence, she still felt 


that what had occurred was a sexual assault. 

Hagen has said the fact that Soeviknes will not be 
charged does not alter the moral aspect of the case 
and admitted that it was clearly wrong of Soeviknes to 
engage in sexual relations with such a young girl. 

Soeviknes briefly suspended himself from his post 
as mayor of Os but has now resumed his duties, 
claiming that voters still support him and that he 
wants to put the sex scandal behind him. 

The rape claims made at the Hordaland meeting 
have been overshadowed by the Soeviknes affair, but 
during police questioning Rustoeen named an FrP 
youth leader, Chim Kjoelner, as her attacker. Kjoelner, 
who strongly denies the accusation, has taken leave 
of absence from his party post. 


















































Nazi website forced to close 


An anti-fascist magazine has helped shut down a 
nazi website and expose the 19-year-old nazi 
activist, Caroline Christiansen, who was running it. 
Monitor’s success followed several months of 
investigation of the Norges S@stre (Sisters of 
Norway) site. The investigators also found 
Christiansen was using Norwegian political chat 
forums on the web to spread her nazi poison. 

Monitor also informed officials of her trade 
union, who called a meeting at her workplace, a 
print works near Bergen, at-which she was told she 
would be expelled from the union, and therefore 
lose her job, if she continued her nazi activities. 

Christiansen, who had _ believed herself 
completely anonymous behind an Angelfire hosted 
website and several Hotmail addresses, immediately 
ended all her Internet activities. Monitor's 
researchers are watching out for any resumption 
and the union has asked to be kept informed. 

Christiansen is the girlfriend of the nazi thug 
Ingolf Arthur Ovretveit, who is currently in police 
custody in Bergen for trying to set fire to a radical 
book shop and café. This is not his first brush with 
the law. In January 2000 he was sentenced to seven 
months’ jail for a brutal attack with two other nazis 
on an immigrant from Ghana in his own home. 

@vretveit’s lawyer says he has left the nazi scene 
but his link with Christiansen casts doubt on this 
claim. 

Her exposure has demonstrated that it is difficult 
to hide, even on the web, a point that the 
Norwegian police should note before they claim it 
is impossible to track and expose nazis on the 
Internet. 
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Antisemites head for Beirut 
conference, by Leonard Zeskind 


As Searchlight goes to press, a gaggle of European and 
North American antisemites and Holocaust deniers are 
preparing for a meeting in Beirut on “Revisionism and 
Zionism”. The nominal sponsors of the conference, 
which runs from 31 March to 3 April, are the California- 
based Institute for Historical Review (IHR) and the 
ostensibly Swiss organisation, Association Vérité et 
Justice. The IHR promises that the conference will 
“further strengthen growing cooperation between 
revisionists in the West and in Muslim countries”. In an 
unusual twist, however, it is likely that only Iranian 
political assets will actually be strengthened by the 
meeting. “Revisionists in the West’, on the other hand, 
will merely add the taint of Middle Eastern intrigue to an 
already stained project of rewriting history. 

Although Beirut is no longer torn by an open civil war, 
Lebanon exists as a de facto Syrian protectorate and 
travellers with Israeli stamps on their passports are not 
admitted to the country. The IHR is taking precautions. 
It has announced that journalists with proper 
credentials will be allowed to attend, but the meeting’s 
location remains classified. Attendees and speakers are 
being instructed to phone a contact number in Beirut 
upon arrival. They will then be given an address a short 
distance from the airport. That may not be the end of 
the travellers’ trail, however. At past conferences in the 
USA, THR attendees were first directed by phone from 
the airport to a “check-in” point, and only then given 
the meeting’s actual site. A similar scenario is expected 
in Beirut. 

A partial list of conference speakers has been 
released, which includes Mark Weber, the 
IHR’s director in California; Roger Garaudy, 
Henri Rocques and Robert Faurisson from 
France; Horst Mahler from Germany; 
Fredrick Toben travelling from Australia and 
Oleg Platonov from Moscow. Speakers from 
Middle Eastern countries have not been 
announced, although the IHR promises that 
lectures will be in English, French and 
Arabic. Centre stage in the Beirut drama is 
Jiirgen Graf, a Swiss citizen now hiding out 
in Iran. 

Graf is a 50-year old school teacher prominent in 
Holocaust denial circles since the early 1990s. His 
material has been republished in several languages, 
including a large print run in Russia for The Myth of the 
Holocaust. Graf’s activities earned him a conviction in a 
Swiss court in 1998 and he was supposed to begin a 15- 
month prison sentence last autumn. Rather than do the 
time, however, Graf left the country, winding up in Iran 
last November. In his lecture at an IHR conference in 
California last May, Graf claimed to have spent time in 
the Moscow state archives on Auschwitz, and he 
apparently passed through Russia on his way from 
Switzerland to Iran. 

According to the IHR Graf is being well tended in Iran. 
He has written a new booklet on “revisionism”, which 
will be published in Arabic and Persian. He is studying 
Farsi and plans to make the Islamic Republic of Iran his 
home for the foreseeable future. (Apparently Graf left his 
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Association Vérité et Justice colleagues, Philippe 
Brennenstuhl and René-Louis Berclaz, back in 
Switzerland.) 

Graf will not be the only European hiding out in Iran. 
Apparently, Wolfgang Frolich, an Austrian obsessed with 
Zyklon B, jumped ship to Iran last May. Garaudy, who 
made the transition from French Eurocommunism to 
Islam in 1982, became a cause célébre in Iran when he 
was convicted by a French court of “racial defamation” 
in 1998. Iranian radio has also broadcast several 
favourable interviews with Weber, leading the IHR to 
conclude that, “The warm welcome being given to 
Jurgen Graf in Iran is not only a dramatic expression of 
support for intellectual freedom and human rights, it 
further refutes the often-made claim that Holocaust 
revisionism has no significant public or scholarly 
support.” Tell that to Salman Rushdie. 

The Beirut conference may signal a new role for the 
IHR. Since its foundation, it has focused on winning 
academic respectability in the USA and, failing that, on 
attracting notice in the mainstream media. 
International figures, such as David Irving and 
Faurisson, were marshalled forth by the IHR essentially 
to serve an American audience and the organisation’s 
domestic goals. In recent years, however, the IHR has 
undertaken a role more akin to a publishing and 
organisational base camp serving the so-called 
revisionist movement internationally. Protected by free 
speech guarantees in the constitution, IHR conferences 
and publications provide a meeting place and materials 
for deniers more restricted by laws in western Europe. 
With recent developments in Russia and now in the 
Middle East, the IHR’s role as a “base camp” is likely to 
grow. Put most simply: failing to get an expanded 
hearing for its views in California, the IHR is now 
working the market in countries such as Iran. 
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From the archives 





20 years ago 
April 1981 


Twenty black children have 
been murdered in Atlanta, 
Georgia, in the Southern 
States of the USA, over the 
last 19 months. 
Speculation as to the 
identity of the murderer or 
murderers has ranged from 
the Ku Klux Klan, through a 
ritual cult, suggested by 
the fact that some of the 
bodies have been washed 
after death and neatly laid 
out, to a lone psychopath. 

The victims, all black, 
have been between the 
ages of 7 and 15, and all 
but two were boys. Nine of the children were suffocated or strangled. 
They came from poor families and most worked part time on various 
jobs on the street ... Most of the victims seem to have died without 
a struggle. The bodies have all been found outdoors as though the 
murderer wanted them to be discovered .... 

In the first 16 months of the killings, which began in July 1979, 
there was a murder every 18 to 25 days, but 1981 has seen an 
escalation. The body of the 20th victim, a 13-year-old boy, was 
recently found floating in a river. 

















10 years ago 
April 1991 


Neo-nazis and historical 
revisionists from across the 
globe were set to descend 
on Munich this month to 
attend what they call “The 
Leuchter Congress” named 
after the bogus execution 
expert and Holocaust 
denial merchant, Fred 
Leuchter, from the USA. 

For the 12-hour orgy of 
= } antisemitism and nazi- 
a whitewashing, which is 
BLOO scheduled for 23 March, a 

, hall with a capacity of 2000 
RACISTS BUTCHER 15 YEAR OLD BOY has been booked, despite 
some legal problems. 

According to publicity material dished out by US nazis, the congress 
will be even more international than last year’s revisionist event, 
which was attended by about 800 people. 

That gathering was marked by the arrest of the British pro-Hitler 
historian, David Irving, after he put himself at the head of a rowdy 
mob of fascists, including the often convicted neo-nazi boss, Michael 
Kuhnen, who was holding an illegal demonstration. 
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